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RECEIVERSHIPS — The general 
expenses of a receivership may 
be paid out of the funds in a 
receiver’s hands, including trust 
funds, and such expenses are 
entitled to priority. 

—Trust funds in the hands of a 
receiver should bear an equitable 
share of the receivership ex- 
penses where they have bene- 
fitted by the receiver’s adminis- 
tration, and in such case the 
receivership expenses will be 
equitably apportioned between 
the trust funds and general 
funds. 

RECEIVERSHIPS — COUNSEL 
FEES — While under R.R. 4:68- 


compensation. But our courts 
have consistently afforded prior- 
ity to the expenses of a receiver 
over a mortgage or other lien 
where it was equitable to do so 
and there appears no valid reason 
why the same principle should 
not apply to trust funds. 

Under general equitable princi- 
ples and aside from the statute, 
the trust funds should bear an 
equitable share of the receiver- 
ship expenses where they have 
benefited by the receiver’s admin- 
istration. The receiver represents 
the court and acts for the inter- 
ests of all concerned. 

In the case at bar the receiver 
collected the funds from cus- 
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Notice To The Bar 


During the Christmas recess, 
December 26, 1960 to January 
2, 1961, inclusive, Judge James 
A. Coolahan has been designa- 
ted as the Superior Court judge 
on duty for the purpose of 
hearing emergent matters. 
During this period Judge Cool- 
ahan will be available either at 
his chambers in the Court 
House, Newark (telephone Mit- 
chell 2-7800) or at his home 
(telephone OLdfield 9-4213). 

Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 
of the Courts 
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| Judicial Review Bulwark of Free Government, 
| Chief Justice Says 
| 


83 NJ. L. J. Index Page 609 








“In our time and for the fore-| its constituent states. In cen- 
seeable future the maintenance | tralized states as well as federal- 
of free government may depend | isms it has demonstrated its util- 

lin good part upon the continued | ity as a means of preserving the 
effectiveness of constitutional re- | separation of powers within a 
view,” Chief Justice Earl Warren | governmental structure, and of 
of the Supreme Court of the Uni- | enforcing constitutional limita- 


|ted States said last week at a | tions placed upon governmental 


| banquet in the New York Univer- 
sity Law Center. 

“This is true not because it is 
impossible to have free govern- 
ment without the aid of judicial 
review,” the Chief Justice contin- 
ued. “Other nations with as full 
a share of freedom ir own 
have neither wriiien constitu- 


| power as such. 

| “Constitutions are created for 
the uses of man—and not the 
opposite. As we have seen, con- 
stitutional review came into be- 
ing in our nation because our peo- 
ple recognized that it provided a 
useful weapon in the unending 
struggle for the preservation of 


CLOS 6 the attorney for the plaintiffs tions nor constitutional review.| fundamental human rights, for 
“= ] may not be allowed a fee for| tomers of defendant corpor- Publication It is true because so many of the| the protection of the individual 
——— | services rendered after appoint-| ation, examined the _ claims, es new nations of the free world and | human being from tyranny of the 
oa ment of a receiver unless he|earmarked some of the trust | November 29 to December 5, 1960| the peoples within them have} Majority—from the overwhelm- 
OOMS was appointed attorney for the;funds from a prior coming- come to depend upon judicial re- | ing power of his own government. 






































receiver, he may be allowed a 
fee and disbursements for ser- 


appointment of the 
under the principles applicable 


court. 
Digested from an opinion by 













































vices rendered leading to the) 
receiver | 


to allowances from a fund in} 


led account, corrected overdraw- 
ing in another trust fund bank 
account and performed other ser- 
vices. The receiver will be allow- 
ed $1500 plus $22.50 for disburse- 
ments. A charge of 5% on the 
trust funds, for a total of $435.44, 
would be an equitable apportion- 











NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 











view as a bulwark of their free- 
dom, and because the danger is 
real that if this constitutional 
process should for any reason fail, 
or even falter, the void might not 
be filled by another force ade- 
quate to the purpose and support 
by the confidence of the people.” 














And who can doubt that judicial 
review has spread so rapidly in 
recent years largely because men 
around the world have hoped 
that the rule of law, guarded and 
applied by their courts, might 
prove a bulwark against the ero- 
sion of human rights and of dem- 
























Mintz, J.S.C., rendered Nov. 30,| ment of the share of the allow-|Tua et al v. Modern Homes, Inc. Chief Justice Warren spoke at|ocratic government which they 
VOLS 1960. Chancery Division. Laudan| ance to be paid from the trust | (A-40, decided Dec. 5, 1960) the concluding session of a week- | had witnessed on so large a scale 
eel y. A.B.C. Travel System et als. For| funds. The balance of $1,087.06| Affirmed App. Div. judgment,/jong International Seminar on| in this century? It is no happen- 
eoeee vlaintiffs—Jack L. Cohen. For|will be paid from the general | July 15, 1960, for reasons express- | Constitutional Review, which was|Stance that judicial review was 
defendant stockholders—Bruce F. | funds. ed therein. (See summary below.) | held in observance of the 125th/ recognized under the Weimar Re- 
iD Banta. For receiver—Max J. Mar-; Plaintiffs’ attorney requests a | Matits v. Nationwide Mut. Ins. Co.| anniversary of the founding of| Public, was abandoned with the 
w ue Qniss, pro se. For B.O.A.C.—|counsel fee and reimbursement | (4-12, decided Dec. 5, 1960) the NYU School of Law. Jurists | rise of National Socialism, and was 
E. Fort B George S. Fischler (Clapp & Eis- | for expenses of $73.80. R.R. 4:68-6| Affirmed App. Div. judgment,| and scholars from four continents | restored by the Western German 
seeker, | enberg, attys). provides “... until a receiver ob-|/59 N.J. Super. 373. But agrees | attended the seminar. Constitution—nor that constitu- 
ae The receiver of the defendant | tains leave to employ an attorney, | with trial court’s reliance on “in-| According to the Chief Justice, | tional review was and is unknown 
: nsolvent corporation seeks al-| the plaintiff’s attorney may pro- | jtial permission” rule rather than | judicial review is part of the con- | within the Soviet bloc. 
RS ‘owance of his final report, con-|ceed with the conduct of the|App. Div.’s reliance on “minor | stitutional structure of more than| “Human dignity and freedom 
sished, frmation of his classification of | cause; but except where the lat-| deviation” rule to hold insurance | one-third of the existing national | gain from the stability of govern- 
rpting’| B laims, an allowance of compen-/ ter is appointed by the court ...|company liable under omnibus| states, both large and small, in| ment to which a judicial umpire 
ua | @ sation for his services and an al- he shall not be allowed by the| coverage provision where the dri-| every major area of the earth|contributes by moderating bet- 
: lowance to plaintiffs’ attorney for| Court any compensation for his|yer had deviated from the pur-| outside the Soviet sphere. ween branches of government, 
his services. He asks further that ET een He for which she had borrowed | “It has proven an effective | nation and state, and State and 
a ps he administration expe be _ Continued on page 2, col. 1) | the car. “Initial permission” rule | means of resolving jurisdictional | state; and by introducing into 
ary mp MB apportioned pro rata between ; lbest effectuates legislative policy | disputes that inevitably arise be- | these relationships the possibility 
*- Mie @ unds in his hands arising out of Governor Appoints land is consistent og: —- | tween a national government and | SG cee ae to 
trust agreements and the general i i lof standard omnibus clause. C- | B —— ever € conditions.” 
XPERT ‘unds in the estate. + a a cordingly, it is held that if person | Connecticut Court Rules Chief Justice Warren said that 
at Se _B.O.AC., one . the trust bene- sibs P - given permission = use re in| Unemancipated Children Gee “in an ee 
MALL aciaries, moves for an order di- as ey ee inte rst instance, any subsequent use ; , 3 stitu- 
‘MiseR Wrecting payment to it of $1,155.06 | ,, COv™mor Meyner has appointed | 7 or+ or theft or the like while it | Can Sue Each Other ji¢naiism is an affirmative one.” 
Bari. Bi chich the receiver holds in trust | ree. members. to the Eminent ime in his possession. al-| St He added, “It depends not merely 
Sate. ine it b+ Sas imp tea a Domain Revision Commission. | trough ‘atl ee the ceeenes | HARTFORD, Conn. (ACCN) —/ypon occasional declarations of 
© MAKE Mf iiministration expenses ana the | aon, Bre Beant 2. Saas plation of the parties, is a permis- | 72 State Supreme Court of Err-| ynconstitutionality, but upon fre- 
oe ndividual defendants. stockhold- beige J. McCormack and Leon | °:.. use within terms of standard _ ruled — . oe quent determinations that gov- 
Bowls. Bers of the defendant corporation,| ‘m.. Goyvernnr alc omnibus clause. | <oany may Orie 8 neeusenc* | ernmental action is constitution 
+: eek kab ainda Gan onck _The Governor also appointed Indemnity Ins. Co. of No. Amer. | S#2¢ against another child in his a). 
ae oe 1e airlines and sinks ,. | the following members to the!|. Metropolitan Cas. Ins. Co. of | °¥2 family. “Despite a profound respect for 
iovite’.| W stitute trust funds tak chould ne | Eminent Domain Revision Advi-|Ny (ais. decided Dec. 5, 1960) | . THe ruling advised the Fairfield| the integrity and wisdom of coor- 
i -amed over to the respective com. | S0tY and Consulting Committee.:|““Rayersed App. Div. judgment, | County Superior Court to proceed| dinate branches of government 
anies without any deduction for| Gzover C. Richman, Jr. 59 NJ Super. 547, and affirmed|With an action for damages and for the constitutional func- 
——— Bdministration expenses. William R. Blair, Jr. Chan. Div. judgment, 53 NJ.|?rought by Carol Ruedemann, 14) tion of each, and with all defer- 
“wil [fl Defendant corporation was en-| Charles Danzig Super. 90. Since under the terms | Ye4rs Of age, and the estate of ence to the vital importance of 
CLA 5 od en the pean cae pti William H. Donnelly of tie cnanibes clause of the in- | her sister Jayne, 12, against their | maintaining the separation of 
a aia aniiioan Sales Walter Goldberg |surance policy here involved a| sister Barbara, 17, for negligence | powers, it sometimes becomes the 
5: belies aaa ship ip Augustine J. Kelly person is an additional insured if in her role as driver of the family | quty of the court in conscience 
ns ‘ ear s os tie li oagaase Alfred A. Rochester ia coal ion cates welts tie alae | car on Oct. 12, 1958, when it hit | to declare particular legislative or 
Au moneys collected by the agency seat ey iffer ed insured’s permission, the com- | 2 uulity fave killing Jayne and executive action to be inconsis- 
nog’ | Mor transportation are the pro-| poe oert pany is liable even though the | “une ‘ele — tent with superior constitutional 
NJ. ete af thn Gaevier avd shal) he Russell E. Watson person operating the auto had in| The three girls were described | jimitations. But these cases, 
rtained by the agency < ; the _ een ae effect been prohibited by the| PY the court as “unemancipated| though vitally important, are few 
— oa = = hog until ac- a pg —— Degen = poms: ‘ena pe —— nace prints 
pases -ount r e Carrier. } é . ne use oO . aie ; ye : 
_The parties agree that the funds ig oe the time of the accident here NACCA Offering | action is challenged on constitu- 
0 collected constitute trust funds} Donaig Sterner was one permitted by the aeenel Seminar | Uonal grounds, the legislative and 
or the respective carriers. The} parry Renwick insured. ee executive branches have measur- 
iver has on hand $10,868.87 = grant Sastene Eliasz et al v. Broadway Bank and | The National Association of | ed -— their constitutional re- 
* which $8,708.86 constitutes such| freq Totten Trust Co. | Claimant’s Counsel of America | SPOnsibilities and the judicial de- 
Tust funds. Roland DeWilde | (A-36, decided Dec. 5, 1960) | are holding a Seminar in coopera- | ¢ision therefore is in favor of the 
Held: It is settled that the gen-|  Gharies Maier Reversed judgment of App. Div.,| tion with the Middlesex County | Challenged action. 
mal expenses’ of a receivership ices itt '62 NJ. Super. 1, which had af-| Bar Association on Saturday, De- ‘In every society the constitu- 
tay be paid out of the funds in| ¢ William an firmed Dist. Ct.’s granting defen- | cember 10, 1960, at Rutgers Uni- | tional legitimacy of governmental 
m° receiver's hands before pay-| Grant F. Walton’ 'dant’s motion for summary judg-| versity Voorhees Hall, College action is sometimes falsely im- 
Zent of debts whether the latter! Prancis A. Mulhern ment and remanded cause to Dist.| Avenue, New Brunswick, 9:30 A.M. | Pugned by the self-interested or 
* secured or unsecured. Such) Wijiam T. Wachenfeld | Ct. for trial. Plaintiff's statement | to 4:30 P.M. _ ee nae nt ap societies 
“*penses are entitled to priority Francis W. Brennan that bank officials admitted they | All members of the Bench and |* — € ney - y of government 
tot only by virtue of NJ.S.A.14:-| Eqward E. Mount had a rebate coming by prepaying| Bar are invited to attend this; must always rest upon the con- 
-22, but under general princi- Seach C Deleves le note raised a genuine issue of fact | meeting which should be of great sent of the governed born of con- 
of equity even where a lien- : iti which they should have been| pri all those a = ong sot oage peta mtn agp = 
, er is not benefited by the re- 2 ortunity | the workmen’s compensation and | g Ss = 
saa ivership. —iiimued£Aoo° Bergenand (8 Oe alias, Pere oes th , [tiveness or, indeed, threaten its 
qt is urged that the statute Passaic Chancery Kasiski v. International Paper Co.|_ L@W students and faculty mem- | ergpete te By giving constitution- 
ovides for priority of payment Motions | (A-38. decided Dec. 5, 1960) bers are invited free of charge. | 4 challenges a purposeful con- 
receiver's compensation and = = Modified judgment of county | Reservations for the Bar are $7.50 | sideration and finding those chal- 
sts ee ros ] Prete - Se erate aoe ié i |lenges groundless, an independ- 
sts out of the assets of the in-| All Chancery Motions (Non-/|ooyrt which had allowed $20,000 each. Remedies for discharge for | ‘enges erc emi p 
~vent corporation, that trust | Matrimonial) for Bergen andjianq assessed entire amount filing workmen’s COMPCMANTEN ent judiciary provides an effec- 
7875 “Inds in the hands of the receiv- Passaic Counties for the month | aoainst employer as attorney’s claims will be discussed and a trial| tive means of validating legiti- 
do not constitute such assets,| of December, 1960, will be heard | fe. ret services ren-| demonstration of medical testi-|mate governmental action and 
c 2n Se “ Lae | fee to petitioner for services ren , ; gape 7 
ACK Od hence they cannot be charg- | by Judge Grimshaw in Room 301, | —_—-_ - --_ -_-__-__- _____ | mony in a whiplash case will be| performs a potent service to the 
fa with any part of the receiver’s: Court House Annex, Hackensack. (Continued on page 8, col. 1) presented. cause of free government. 
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DIGESTS or RECENT OPINIONS é 


(Continued from page 1) | NEGLIGENCE — Application of 
a = N. it 
services.” While the rule covers | ee ee oo 
services rendered after appoint- | hand lane is debatable where 
ment of the receiver, it does not| the road has not “been divided 
specifically deal with the services| jnto clearly marked lanes”. 
of the attorney in initiating the | 
proceedings and in filing the com- , —Fact that defendant was travel- 
plaint resulting in appointment, img in inside lane when he 
of the receiver. There is a fund| ight have been traveling in 
in court within the purview of outside or right hand lane does’ 
R.R. 4:55-7. In general, allowances; 0t justify inference of proxi- 
are payable from a “fund” when| mate negligence where plain- 
tiff’s car was without warning | 


it would be unfair to saddle the, 
catapaulted into those lanes | 


entire cost on the litigant as he} 
is doing more than merely ad-| nd into path of defendant's | 
car. 


vancing his own interests, as for 
example where the services re- —While excessive speed may be 
dound to the benefit of others as inferred from physical facts 
well. Counsel for plaintiffs did such as extent of damage and 
render a service to the various skid marks, whether facts jus- 
claimants here. The rationale tify such inference must be 
which sanctions imposition of a realistically determined in each 
charge on the trust funds for the case. 


receiver’s compensation is equally : } 
applicable to the request for a fabtny eae rsmigammen yee 
counsel fee. ee es 

The complaint was filed by inference of rate of speed — 
stockholders and alleged a dead- imately related to onmeen 
lock in the corporation. Under| Where plaintiff's car was sud- 
the circumstances, the allowance! @enly thrown into path of de- 
should be small. Counsel fee of| ‘ndant’s car when it was less 
$125 for services rendered leading) ‘han 80 feet away. 
to the appointment of a receiver; pjoested from an opinion by 
is allowed plus the disbursements price. SJ.A.D. rendered Dec. 1, 
of $73.80 and 1% of the trust’ 1969. Appellate Div. Rainaud v. 
funds or $87.08 will be charged Thorne and Mullaney. For plain- 
against the trust funds as their: tis john C. Givens (Parsons, 








contribution. The balance of Tabrecque, Canzona & Blair, 
$111.72 is to be paid from the gen- | attys), For defendant Mullaney 
eral fund. William E. Harth (McKeown, 


The receiver's report and classi- | Harth & Enright, attys). 

fication is approved and the mo- 

tions of B.O.A.C. and defendants Plaintiffs were involved in a 
denied. three car accident. They had 
— — judgment against defendant 
Thorne, which is not appealed, 
but their action against defen- 
dant Mullaney was dismissed at 
the end of their case. They ap- 
peal from the dismissal. 








Plaintiffs’ car was being operat- 
ed southerly on the western side 
of Route 35, a four lane highway 
marked only with a single white 
line in the center of the road and 
compounded TRUST posted for a 40 mile per hour 

quarterly FUNDS speed. Rainaud intended to make 

———— a left turn into Frost Ave., which 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 intersects Route 35 from the east. 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality He pore am appropriate direc- 

- ‘ tional signal and brought his car 
Transactions may be handled bymail | + 2 halt opposite the intersec- 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage | tion in the inside southbound 
Your account or inquiry invited lane with his wheels turned 
slightly to the left. He did so to 


MOHAWK permit cars in the northbound 
lanes to pass before crossing into 
SAVINGS and Loan Assu. Frost Ave. One of those cars Was 
the Mullaney car which was be- 

sad wane oe 2, % & ing operated in the inside north- 
— bound lane. Rainaud first observ- 


Philip Klein, President ' 
z : J ed the Mullaney car when it was 


Financial Printers 
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Securities and Exchange Commission 
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about 100 feet away and instan- 
taneously thereafter the Rainaud 
car was struck in the rear by de- 
fendant Thorne with such force 
that it was propelled into the 


northbound lanes at an angle! 


across the inside northbound lane 
with “a slight part of it” in the 
| outside northbound lane. At that 


time, Rainaud testified, Mullaney | 


was “something less than 80 feet” 


distant. The Rainaud car was}! 


then struck on the right side by 
the Mullaney car, which car left 


skid or tire marks on the road | 


for 24 feet south of the point of 
impact. 


The trial court held there was | 


no evidence of negligence on Mul- 
laney’s part proximately causing 


the collision; that the Rainaud | 


car was propelled into the path 
of the Mullaney car and as far as 
Mullaney was concerned the col- 
lision was unavoidable. 


Plaintiffs contend a jury ques- | 


tion was presented because negli- 


| Sawicki and Middlesex and Lehigh 


gence could have been inferred | 


from the fact that Mullaney was | 
J ee toh Wallov : 
|the brief). For Lehigh Valley the accident was honored. 


traveling in the inside lane when 
there was no nearby car using the 
outside lane, and that the proofs 
justified an inference that Mul- 

aney was not driving within pro- 
per speed limits. 

Held: Plaintiffs point to N.J.S.A. 
39:4-88 which provides that when 
a roadway “has been divided into 
clearly marked lanes, vehicles 
Shall be operated in the lane 
nearest the curb when that is 
available, except for passing or to 

iake a left turn.” They also ar- 
gue that the fact that Mullaney 


was in the passing lane when there 


were no cars in the outside lane 
would be a factor for jury con- 
sideration though the lanes were 
not marked. Apart from the fact 
that the applicability of the stat- 
ute is debatable because the lanes 
were not marked, the basic factor 
is that the course of travel pur- 
sued by Mullaney had no bearing 
whatever on his alleged negli- 
gence. It would be mere specu- 
lation to find that the collision 
would not have occurred had Mul- 
laney been in the other lane. On 
the proofs the only reasonable 
conclusion is that through no 
fault of plaintiffs or Mullaney, 
plaintiff's car was catapulted, 
without warning, into the path of 
the Mullaney automobile. 


There was no direct evidence 
of the speed of Mullaney’s car. 
While it is true that a jury may 
infer speed from physical facts 
notwithstanding the absence of 
direct testimony, whether the 
facts justify an inference of high 
speed must be realistically deter- 
mined in each case. Plaintiffs 
point to the skid marks and the 
extent of damage to their car. 
As to the former no inference of 
negligence can be drawn there- 
from. On the contrary, the only 
reasonable inference to be drawn 
from the skid marks is that they 
afford striking pare aot of Mul- 
laney’s effort, in an emergency, 
to avoid a collision. Not only do 
they not import inordinate speed, 
but of greater significance, no in- 
ference may be legitimately 
drawn therefrom that the rate of 
speed of Mullaney had any proxi- 
mate relationship to the happen- 


| 





ing of the accident. Nor does the | 


damage to plaintiffs’ car justify 


an inference that Mullaney aS | Introducing 
| eo 2 ¢ 


driving at an excessive speed. 


The facts in the present case} 
are not comparable to those in| 


Maddi v. Lindberg, 12 N.J. Super 
248, on which plaintiffs rely as no 
a rate of speed” is asserted, 

“adverse condition of the road” 
was present, and the cars were 
“something less than 80 feet” 
apart when the emergency arose. 


to those in Mijon v. Acquaire, 51 
N.J. Super 426, wherein a dismis- 
sal in favor of a bus driver into 
whose path the Mijon car was 


| pushed from an intersecting street 


| Rather are the facts more similar | 


by the car of another defendant, | 


was upheld. 
Affirmed. 


| & Blake, attys). 


|Lehigh Valley R.R. at about 9:30 





EVIDENCE — While use, on cross and in favor of Lehigh. Sawic 





examination, of photographs appeals asserting error in per 


marked only for identification mitting Lehigh’s counsel, over ob- 


is improper, and comment as to jection, to cross examine a 


“skid marks” allegedly shown Officer as to alleged skid ma ies 
thereon is also improper, such shown on a photograph of 
error does not constitute rever- scene of the accident, after 


sible error where the photo- Officer had testified he had f 
graphs are subsequently placed no skid marks at the scene. 


poli 









Zound 


The 


in evidence by the party object- Photographs were not then 


ing to such use and comment, evidence but had merely 
as there is then no denial of Marked for identification. 
substantial justice. were however subsequently 


TRIAL — Comment by counsel for ©4 in evidence by Sawicki’s 
defendant raising by inuendo 
improper motives on part of 
plaintiffs in dismissing action 
against co-defendant, while not 
necessarily approved, held not 
plain error here as there was 
ample evidence to _ support 
jury’s verdict and comment did 
not result in denial of substan- 
tial justice. 

Digested from an opinion by 

Price, S.J.A.D., rendered Dec. 2, 

1960. Appellate Div. Bialoblocki v. 


the ground of claimed highl 
judicial remarks made by Let 
counsel in his opening, during 
trial, and in his summation, 
ing, at least by inuendo, s 


proper action by plaintiffs 
dlesex. No objection was 
was made, counsel took the 
cided to dismiss the acti 


Valley, etc. For appellant—An- 
ayy VY lar ( Y ‘ 
drew V. Clark (John P. Kozak on way connecting Middlesex 


James B. Emory (Lamb, Langan Lanse 
; ts Held: Under RR. 1:5-3(b 

The Bialoblocki’s were passen- 
gers in the vehicle of Sawicki 
when it struck a girder on a 
bridge owned and maintained by 


not reversible error unless 


graphs on cross examination 


7 wo they had not been “documer 
P.M. on Nov. 12, 1957, injuring all : 


sel. Reversal is also sought 


. 


tions of some collusion or 


missing their actions against 


their request to charge that ther 
was no proof of any facts in z 


inconsistent with substantial } 
tice. While use of the photo- 


é Jas improper, appellant himse!: 

¢ ce 

three occupants. basal ; 3 ee 

a re : é furnished the documentation 
The proofs were that prior tO sybsequently. Under such 





D.ac- 
coun- 








h 


lg 


thereto, no motion for mistri 


and explained why they nae de- 





or in the admission of evidence :s 


Nov. 12, Middlesex had resurfaced cymstances neither the refusal 
the street at the eastern end of systain appellant’s objection 


the bridge resulting in a two inch the eross examination, nor 
elevation of the roadway at that hpich’s counsel’s subsequent refer 


end of the bridge span. Pending ances to “skid marks” and us 
adjustment of the bridge span the photographs result in 


plate to meet the new level of cypstantial injustice constit 


Laiilicas 
the street, a ‘“‘saw-horse type” reversible error. 
barricade with two kerosene lan- as to the second pat. * 
terns was placed by Lehigh at the the pr opri ety of the comme 


eastern end of the bridge in the yepijch’s counse el is not necessar- 


tt .) y 
eastbound lane, and a large sign ily approved, there was no « 


reading “Slow Bump” was attach- tion made thereto, nor a rec 


ed to the bridge at the western {5 charge thereon, nor for a mis- 


end. Police officers testified they tria} and on all the facts, 
lit the lanterns at 7:00 P.M. on ¢omments did not result in < 


lov 9 ticki -tiffe > } +3 iWWetice’ 
Nov. 12. Sawicki testified he aP- nial of “substantial justice 
proached the bridge from the west ranting application of the 
going about 15 miles per hour, error rule, Rule 1:5-3(c). 


had increased his speed to nO was ample evidence to justify 


more than 25 miles per hour on jyry in disbelieving Sawicki’s 


the bridge, did not see the barri- timony as to his speed and o: 
cade until he was about 6 to 8 yations. and in finding he ha 
feet from it, attempted to swerve peen making improper ob: 
around it, but failed to complete tions. or had been operating 
the maneuver and crashed into car at a greater speed than 





Tv 
i 











a no 


se 








the northeastern girder of the testified to and did not have hi 


bridge. _ car under proper control. 
The Bialoblocki’s sued Sawicki, affirmed. 

Middlesex and Lehigh. Sawicki ee ne SIL 

in turn sued Middlesex and Le- Announcement 

high. The actions wer consolidat- 


ed for trial. Just before trial both John J. Lee has become ass0c:- 


plaintiffs dismissed their actions ated with Francis M. Seama 
against Middlesex. The trial re- the practice of law at 214 
sulted in verdicts against Sawicki St., Perth Amboy. 
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New Jersey’s Largest Certified Reporting Service 





ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY | 
605 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
For prompt coverage call MArket 2-3240 
Night Phones: HUnter 6-5814 — ORange 3-3377 








A NEW OPTIONAL PLAN OF LONG TERM 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 


For Members of NEW JERSEY STATE BAR ASSOCIATION and 


BY COMMERCIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF NEWARK, N. J. 
@ LIFETIME Accident Benefits! 
@ 7 Years Sickness Benefits! 
@ House Confinement never required! 
@ Weekly Indemnity up to $150.00! 
@ 25% premium reduction for Members under age 
This Plan is available to Members under Age 60 who 
are in good health and able to qualify. 


DIRE a snercsnenctsmndetes saptaquecalons oes ddanssspaetnnesisusaosbensnepeneverses+t44 sas y ets -oxenn ess 
ADDRESS . so sasentsnepeseneverseess<sgucewsubss ashen sceesumenbines+sss=4=as9aaesusere 


JOHN A. ‘COUCH, JR. ‘AGENCY, INC. 


494 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J. 





ALL COUNTY ASSOCIATIONS WITH DISABILITY PLANS UNDERWRITTEN 


35: 


For descriptive literature complete and mail today. No obligation of cour 






































610 4 83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 611 NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1960 Page Three 
4 Cl en seeeetitehiainidnelil AAT EE ATOR AR | CA a _— — 
x DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS |New York practice and procedure sene. For defendants Borough ter it was issued, made inquiries 
q , and has been upheld by the courts; and Building Inspector—William from the building inspector, but 
oe JURISDICTION — CONSTITU- ance carrier. The carrier made’ of that state. R. Blair, Jr. (Parsons, Labrecque, | that he did not look at the plans 





TIONAL LAW — Personal ser- 
vice of notice on employee with- 
in the state is not a necessary 


payments by check to petitioner, | 
accompanied by a form from the |} 
Board indicating payment was 


The factual question is present- 
ed whether petitioner was work- 
ing under a continuing New Jer- 


Canzona & Blair, attys). For de- 
fendants Allen—Robert V. Carton 
(Durand, Ivins & Carton, attys. 


because on May 25 the new ordin- 
ance was adopted. When he saw 
the trenches being dug in late 


ag prerequisite to due process and being made under New York sey contract of employment or Lotis-P. Introcaso on the brief). | July or early August 1959, he con- 
= jurisdiction in a Workmens Workmen's Compensation law.| under a new contract of employ-| This action in lieu of preroga- SUlted counsel and on Aug. 11 or 











Compensation Act. 
—Jurisdiction may be obtained 
and due process afforded in a 
workmen’s compensation mat- 
ter where notice of proceeding 
is received by workman, he un- 
derstands same, and accepts 
benefits thereunder. 
JURISDICTION — WORKMENS 
COMPENSATION — New York 
Workmen’s Compensation Board 
can acquire jurisdiction over 
New Jersey employee by notice 
mailed to him in New Jersey in 
proper case. 

—Two states may have jurisdic- 
tion over the employee and 


Subsequent checks were accomp- 
anied by a form from the Board 
indicating that payments were be- 
ing stopped, and a request for a 
Medical Report. Petitioner also 
received from the Board a “Notice 
of Hearing’. On May 1, 1959 peti- 
tioner filed the employee’s claim 
petition herein in our Workmens 
Compensation Division. On May 
25, 1959, petitioner informed the 
New York Board of the filing of 
the petition in New Jersey. The 
New York Board thereafter for- 
warded to petitioner a “Notice of 
Decision” indicating that a hear- | 
ing had been held on July 15,|! 


ment in New York. This court 
finds petitioner was working un- 
der a continuing contract origin- 
ally made in New Jersey. The 
ivision therefore could have jur- 
isdiction, as it has jurisdiction to 
make an award to a workman for 
disability resulting from a work- 
connected out of state accident, 
if the work were being done pur- 
suant to an employment contract 
entered into in New Jersey. 
Petitioner contends the New 
York Bureau had no jurisdiction 
under the facts present. This is 
not so. Petitioner did work in 
New York and was attached to 








tive writ sought to have declared 
| void a building permit issued to 
| defendants Allen. At the conclu- 
|sion of plaintiff’s case, the trial 
| judge granted defendants’ motion 
| for involuntary dismissal on the 
grounds the suit was not com- 
|menced within time under RR. 
| 4:88-15 and was barred by laches. 
Plaintiffs appeal. 

Defendant Ronald Allen is the 
| owner of a tract upon which there 
|had been erected, prior to Oct. 

1958, a shopping center. On Oct. 
| 20, 1958 Ronald applied for and 
| was granted a permit to build an 
| “Accessory Building” on a portion 


12 authorized suit. 

The trial court ruled plaintiffs 
were guilty of laches, but did not 
specify what facts led him to that 
conclusion. He also held plaintiffs 
were out of time under R.R. 4:88- 
15 since they had not commenced 
suit within 45 days of the grant- 
ing of the permit, and that he 
was unable to find circumstances 
justifying enlargement of the 45 
day period as permitted by Sec- 
tion (c) of the rule. The ruling 
made no reference to the alterna- 
tive contention that the 1959 or- 
dinance had voided the permit. 

Held: The trial court properly 
dismissed this action insofar as 


te employer under their Work- 1959 and that a decision was en- | the New York office receiving his! of the tract. The proposed build- sip 
ae men’s Compensation Acts for tered in his favor on all questions! instructions there. There is no-| ing was to house five stores it challenged the original issuance 
the same accident. except extent of disability, which! thing incongruous in two states | of the permit. This was a direct 





WORKMENS COMPENSATION — 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — An 
award of compensation in an- 


remedy and award there was 
obnoxious to our act. 


question was left open. 


dismissed the New Jersey peti- 


cised complete jurisdiction prior 
to institution of the New Jersey 


{having jurisdi 
On May 13 the Deputy Director | 


! 
| 
Petitioner appeals. | 





*tion over the em- 
ployer and employee under Work- 
| men’s Compensation Acts, for the 


Such was the 
v. Montgom 


holding in Buccheri 
ry Ward, 19 N.J. 594, 


On May 25, 1959, the Borough 
| adopted a “Revised Building Zone 
| Ordinance” which changed many 
;of the provisions governing the 


building zone ordinance but pro- 
vided that “if any building is un- 


attack on the granting of the 
permit and is governed by R.R. 
4:88-15. Plaintiffs presented no 


other state is not conclusive on tion holding he had no jurisdic-|same accident. The New York | location, erection. alteration and proof as to when they first learn- 
our courts under the full faith tion to hear the matter because! Board had jurisdiction here but | use of buildings in the a ed of the permit or why they 
and credit clause where the the New York Board had exer-!its jurisdiction is not exclusive. | The revision ma repealed the old waited until Aug. 1959 to attack 

; ° * While the court may 


its issuance. 
under paragraph (c) of the rule 
enlarge the 45 day period speci- 


é Digested from an opinion by proceedings. wherein the court further held] gq ave 
= . em ae red : : : sii er the process of construction or |," m it ta anemifad } 
Barrett. J.C.C.. rendered Dec. 1. Held: Petitioner first argues the! the question was whether we are haat and is completed with- fied where it is manifest that the 





1960. Essex County Court. Della 
Vecchia v. World Scope. For peti 


4h 













New York court never had juris- 
diction in personam as he was 


bound by the full faith and credit 
clause to nsider the particular 





in 6 months in a manner or for a 
purpose which does not conform 


interests ot justice require, plain- 
tiffs presented nothing to explain 














and Florida 


oner — M. Marvin Soperstein never served with process in New| judgment conclusive on the rights] with the requirements of this or- (Continued on page 4, col. 5) 
Mortimer Wald, atty). For re- York, relying on Pennoyer v. Neff.|of the parties. In the Buccheri| ginance but is not prohibited by | — ae i ta ion 
spondent—Andrew Laurie (Laurie Pennoyer holds that a personal/case the court found the New] the ordinances of which this is a 
~ nd Barnes, attys). judgment on a money demand is] York Act there was nct obnoxious revision such construction or 
> Petitioner was hired by respon- invalid against a non-resident|to our Act and hence the judg-| alteration may be completed . . .” 
dent at its East Orange, N.J. who was not served with process|ment was conclusive. In Bowers a era 
_. Boranch on Oct. 1957 to sell ency- Within the state and did not]}v. American Bridge, 24 NJ. 399, — i 20, 1958, defendant 
3 lopedias in New Jersey. Petition- appear in the action. However,| Judge Conford, following the Buc- Pe ggg began work under the 
“© Br lived in New Jersey. The East in Mullone v. Central Hanover,|cheri principle, held the Penn- pe se Pci building permit. 
Orange branch was closed about decided by the same court in 1950, | sylvania Act there involved, which|—““gac, “aun cree 
month later and thereafter it was held that personal service} gave no re » for permanent} 2” August 19, 1959 to preven a Plant Founded In 1888 
stitioner worked out of the com- is not in all circumstances neces- | injury, was obnoxious and repug- oe of the building and ob- 
: yany’s home office in Long Island. sary to due process and that the}nant to public policy and res pe order ye = pega COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
“. From March 1958 to March 1959 fundamental requirement of due | therefore refused to recognize the| ¥./. neers ores — eg 
. # petitioner went on various selling process in any proceeding is rea- | Pennsylvania award as conclusive. — : Jacmegpitgy mage — THROUGHOUT 
“+ wips for respondent to such places sonable notice, with due regard|It is thus necessary to consider sna tee pi —— eng 
“ > Washinetor ichmond och- for the practicalities eeyli- | the narticular facts of earh race — SUlLs Werle ss 
tig ee ae ee. ee eee |e ee ee ee Buccheri was a resident of New| terim restraint was granted. At Delaware, Maryland 
ng from 2 weeks to 2 months. standard against the situation | york and filed his claim with the| the time the suits were commenc y . 
While returning home to New here, petitioner was brought be- |New York Board. thus electing to a the fc hese Ser tig mail Connecticut, 
aay Ee aR ae EN DF ae : g > ed t ootings for the building 
Jersey from a Detroit ng trip fore the New York Board by due|pring his action in New York. were te anit the sone wealth ae i Rhode Island, 
March 1959, petitioner met process. He not only had notice | Buccheri’s i New Jersey,| process of ccaintumabion ats District of Columbia 
vith an automobile accident in of the proceeding and understood| where the work connected injury ‘ At the trial plaintiffs euesbaie’, 





nnsylvania. On learning of the its nature but he received and} occurred, relatively infre-|ed the building permit was void 
ser accident, respondent reported it accepted benefits under it. Such) quent. Buccheri’s award in New| because it had been panel ‘es ain 
) the New York Workmen's Com- a procedure is entirely proper tO) York was substantially near what| lation of the then existing ordin- CHELSEA TITLE and 
Jensation Board and to its insur- establish full jurisdiction under/the award would have been in]ance. and that in any event it GUARANTY COMPANY 














New Jersey. Here however, peti- 





tion in New York, did most of his 


work in this state and the award 





nad been rendered void by the 


tioner is a resident of this state,| 1959 ordinance. Main Office: 
working under a contract created] Nannini was the only witness Boardwalk National Bank 
in this state, never institQted ac-|who testified. He testified he Building 


learned of the permit shortly af- 


Atlantic City, N. J. 

















250 IT yy] § LI K k LY ’ in New York appears to be sub- 
pa * stantially lower than a possible, 
Smitc if not probable award in New Jer- 
phe | sey. For these reasons, under the 

2 | clrcumast inces present, a judg- | 
The very title you are about to examine may Foose sacthsiptigee- fo yy ~ | 

ce | Reversed and remanded for de- | 


our Title Plants. 


experience. 


x kek ke ® 


LARGEST 


be among the more than 725,000 titles in | 


You can be sure of fast service as well as | 


We welcome your inquiry. 


TITLE PLANTS 


| 


peace-of-mind when you make use of our vast | 
accumulation of records and years of 





termination of disability. 





ACTION IN LIEU OF PREROGA- 
TIVE WRITS BUILDING 
PERMITS — An action attack- | 
ing the issuance of a building | 
permit must be commenced | 
within the time limited by R.R. | 
4:88-15. 

—Under paragraph (c) of RR. | 
4:88-15 the court may enlarge 
the time for filing action where | 
it is manifest that the interests 
of justice so require. 

—Mere fact that construction un- 
der building permit was not | 
commenced until more than 45, 
days after issuance is of itself 
not sufficient reason to enlarge | 





attorney! 





Periodic Will Revision 


The advice the National State Bank gives 
customers most frequently is this: See your 


When changes in tax laws, family affairs, or 
business conditions occur, our trust officers 


TEN IN THE STATE time for attacking issuance of suggest that the customer consult his lawyer 
permit. for legal advice. Our experience proves that 
—Where amendatory ordinance ron y re 
| makes proposed construction periodic will revision by the attorney helps 
NEW JERSEY REALTY TITLE | er « prior duitaing permit 5 enone iain eatin 
e 35! | improper, plaintiffs have right _ 
| INSURANCE COMPANY | to assume the permit will not | 
| be used; time for attacking | 
vale me | the permit and such use begins Department of Estates and Trusts 
NEWARK | to run only after plaintiffs knew | 
| or should have known permit | THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
TRENTON - HACKENSACK | bi — satin jin 810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 1, N. J. 
NEW BRUNSWICK +» FREEH | sun); i ae 
24900 OLD | Sullivan, J.A.D., rendered Nov. 29, “Offices Throughout Essex County” 








1960. Appellate Div. Olsen v. Fair | 
Haven. For plaintiffs—Milton Ko- 
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FOR MORE COMPLETE ADMINISTRATION OF 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE 


A serious question is raised as to the effectiveness of the admin- 
istration of criminal justice in the “Statement of Principles” recently 
announced by the New Jersey Citizens Association on Correction. In 
part the statement says: 

“The rate of increase of crime and delinquency is greater 
than the population increase. In New Jersey the machinery of 
correction is already overloaded. More than 8,000 prisoners are 
now locked up in state and county institutions. About 99% of 
these prisoners are going to come out again to live in our society. 
About 60% of them will go back to the prisons. The number of 
inmates will, if the present trend continues, double by about 
1975, and the cost of maintaining them will undoubtedly more 
than double in this same period. 


This situation is a serious threat to the economic, moral 
and social life of our State. The problem cannot be solved by 
simply building more and more prisons, to become overcrowded 
in their turn. Its solution requires understanding and intelli- 
gent action on the part of our citizens.” 

The statistics cited should be brought home to every citizen and 
taxpayer. While they afford no basis for criticism of those primarily 
charged with the administration of criminal justice under existing 
laws and public budgets, they do point to the apparent inadequacy 
of the means and resources allotted by society to the field of crime 
and punishment. 
yers and the law enforcement officers are performing their particu- 
lar functions in a creditable manner. What is indicated clearly, 
however, is that the apprehension, trial, conviction and sentencing 
of criminal law offenders, efficient as these operations may be, simply 
are not nearly enough to provide full justice in this field, if we give 
justice its complete meaning. 
for society, justice to the criminal or justice to the victim, our pres- 


nt 
ent re 


action by the public and their representatives in government. 
From society’s point of view the enormous annual crime bill, 
the projected increase in crime and the 60% recidivism predicted do 
not prove the validity of the deterrent theory of present criminal 
law administration. Nor can its effectiveness 
the fact that 60% of those who have received its “medicine” 
back for more. Similarly, the community can at best rely upon only 


temporary safety from a particular convicted offender and not at| 


all from the many other undeterrable criminals. 


In the treatment of the crime problem, we are in various degrees | 


committed to the principles of punishment, deterrence and rehabilit- 
ation of offenders. Obviously, we have failed and are failing in the 
areas of crime prevention and criminal rehabilitation. 
continue to fail until sufficient funds are made available from public 
as well as private sources to meet these two problems. In advocating 
the ascertainment and adoption of effective means for crime pre- 
vention and criminal rehabilitation one does not plead for coddling 
criminals or soft law enforcement. Rather it is a call for a realistic 
appraisal of certain inadequacies which the finest judicial system 


and the most efficient law enforcement agencies cannot, and, indeed, 
are not expected to meet. 
Some corrective measures suggested by the Citizens’ Association 


on Correction include: 
More extensive control of offenders outside institutions 
through a maximum effective use of probation and parole; 
The improvement of the classification of offenders on 
basis of age, motivation, and rehabilitative potential; 
The extension of Juvenile Court services throughout 
State; 
Useful and productive work for prisoners; Opportunities for 
education; 
Early identification of deeply maladjusted children; 
The operation of all correctional institutions 


the 


the 


county) so as to promote the successful re-entry into society of | 

the offender. 

These steps, of course, call for increased budgets for appropriate | 
probation, 


psychiatric and other professional aids needed in this | 


The figures make apparent that the courts, law- | 


Whether we think in terms of justice | 


cord and future prospects call for some realistic thinking and | 


be demonstrated by | 
come | 


We will | 


Voice of the Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 








| Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 
In your issue of November 24th 
|} you carry a news item that the 
|State Bar favors the repeal of 

the Connally Reservation. While 
| this is technically so, I think it 

ought to also be added that about 

| alate souls were present, voting, 
| that the discussion went long into 
|the night and that a vote was 
| taken somewhere around twelve 
| o'clock. I do not think that this 
|can be called representative of 
'the feelings of the members of 
the State Bar Association and the 
group who remained turned down 
a proposal to take a poll of the 
membership on this question, the 
| importance of which all the 
|speakers thought to be earth- 
| shaking. 


| 
| 





William C. Gotshalk 


New Bills Introduced 


Assembly 
| The following bills were intro- 
| duced in the Assembly: 


A-704 Beadleston, Musto, Dea- 
|mer, Halpin, Minotty, Stamler & 
| Hyland. To require the admission 
| of the public to meetings of public 

pow es taking official action and to 
establish certain exceptions. (No 
Ret) 

A-707 Doren. To eliminate the 

| guest occupant exclusion from the 

“Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment 
'Fund Law” and to provide exclu- 
| sion based upon theft or use of a 
| motor vehicle without the owners’ 
| permission. (No Ref.) 

A-712 Williams, D’Aloia, Meloni, 
Farrington, Tate, Stamler, Linde- 
man, LaMorte, tiles, Everett, 
Bateman, Bate, Kraut & Sarcone. 
To forbid discrimination in the 
sale or rental of real estate 
whether or not publicly assessed, 
but with certain exceptions, and 
to change the name of the Divi- 
sion Against Discrimination to the 
Division on Civil Rights. (IPH&W) 


Senate 

The following bills were 
duced in the Senate: 

S-273 Dumont. To establish a 
tax exemption of $800 of assessed 
value of dwelling houses of certain 
aged residents with an income 
not exceeding $5,000 annually. 
(R&AofL) 

S-278 Fox, Dumont & Jones. To 
forbid discrimination in the sale 
or rental of real estate whether 
or not publicly assessed, but with 
| certain exceptions and to change 
the name of the Division Against 
Discrimination to the Division on 
Civil Rights. (R&AofL) 

S-281 Waddington, Dumont, 
Grossi and Farley. To establish a 
tax exemption of $800 of assessed 
value of dwelling houses of certain 
aged residents with an income nsi 
exceeding $5,000 annually for a 
period of at least three years. 

(R&AofL) 

S-282 Ridolfi. To validate deeds 
made by directors of corporations 
in dissolution under certain con- 
ditions. (BA) 

S-285 Ozzard. To provide an 
equitable method of determining 
loss of hearing due to exposure to 
Industrial noise in workmen’s 
Compensation cases. (L&IR) 


intro- 
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Bar Foundation Launches 


Field Study Of Procedure 


In Handling Mentally Ill 


Chicago — The American Bar 
Foundation has appointed Prof. 
Hugh A. Ross of the Western Re- 
serve University Law School, 
Cleveland, O., to direct field re- 
search for an $88,910 project to 
determine the procedure followed 
by authorities in handling the 
mentally ill. It will be the most 
complete study of its kind ever 
undertaken. 


Professor Ross, an authority in 
the field of voluntary and invol- 
untary hospitalization of the 
mentally ill, will begin work on 
the project immediately, devoting 
full time to it after next Feb. 1. 
He will be aided by an assistant 
project director, a staff of field 
researchers, and nine leading 
psychiatrists as consultants. 

The project grew out of delib- 
erations of the American Bar As- 
sociation’s Special Committee on 
Rights of the Mentally Ill, under 
the chairmanship of John Biggs, 
Jr., of Wilmington, Del., Chief 
Judge of the U.S. Circuit Court 
of Appeals. The ABA committee 
repeatedly has said that a com- 
plete re-evaluation of the laws on 
mental illness is urgently needed. 


The first phase of the project, 
recently completed, was the pre- 
paration of a report entitled “The 
Mentally Disabled and the Law.” 
It is a detailed examination of the 
statutes, administrative regula- 
tions, proposed legislation, court 
cases, and medical and legal liter- 
ature in the field. The report will 
be published in the near future. 


The second phase of the study 
is being conducted on the $88,910 
grant from the National Institute 
of Mental Health of the US. De- 
partment of Health, Education 
and Welfare. 

Dean E. Blythe Stason, admin- 
istrator of the Foundation, said 
the ultimate aim of the two-part 
study is the formation of a model 
act which will adequately protect 
the legal rights of the mentally 
ill. The act, when drafted, will 
be based on the findings of the 
study, which will disclose the ac- 
tual practices followed. 

He said the field survey would 
be concerned with procedures in 
voluntary, emergency and invol- 
untary commitments to mental 
hospitals in several geographical 
areas throughout the country. 
Suggested areas include: Chicago, 
Milwaukee and Detroit; Philadel- 
phia and the State of New Jersey; 
Kansas City and Oklahoma City; 
Los Angeles and Phoenix; and 
New Orleans and Mobile. 


“The study will begin with an 
investigation of the methods by 
which mentally ill persons are 
brought to the attention of police 
or other authorities,’ Dean Stason 
said. “It will continue with the 
steps taken in these proceedings 
and the time allowed, the adequa- 
cy of notice, the role of the jury, 
the role of the legal and medical 
professions, the issuance of com- 
mitment orders and the basis 
thereof, and the possible relief 


‘ from orders in institutional trans- 


fers.” 


The entire project is being con- 
ducted under the joint direction 
of Dean Stason and Judge Stephen 
S. Chandler, U.S. District Court, 











field. The economy-minded budget-makers or taxpayers are being 
| penny-wise and pound foolish in holding back sufficient funds needed 


| for these endeavors. 


ings that would be accomplished in the reduction of 


What they should consider is the greater sav- 


the tremendous 


crime bill paid for not only by taxes but by the untold private losses 


to victims and the families of those convicted of crime. 
more rehabilitated offenders, restored to social usefulness 
would reduce the cost of crime and punishment but might 


Then, too, 
, not only 
actually 


become able to pay their fair share of taxes. 
| The bench and bar whose functions involve primary contacts 


(state and 


with crime and criminal law enforcement should be in the forefront 
of the supporters of such programs as suggested by the Citizens 
Association on Correction. Perhaps it is no coincidence that among 
its state officers and county chapter heads are many distinguished 
members of the bar, including some former judges. Lawyers, through 
their state and county bar associations and as members of or legal 
| advisers to public bodies at all levels of government, can do a great 

deal to promote public awareness of the growing burdens of crime 
and the need for adequate funds to cope with the problem. 


Oklahoma City, chairman of the 
Foundation’s Committee on Pro- 
cedures in Hospitalization ang 
Discharge of the Mentally Il. 


Serving with Judge Chandler 
on the committee are: Judge Da- 
vid L. Babelon, U.S. Court 
Appeals, Washington, D.C.; 
mond F. DeVine, Ann Arbor 
Mich.; Oliver Schroeder, Jr., Wes- 
tern Reserve University Law- 
Medical Center, Cleveland; ang 
Judge Howard Ziemann, Superior 
Court, Los Angeles, Calif. 





Validity of Alabama And 
Mexican Divorces 
Symposium Subject 


The validity of Alabama and 
Mexican divorces will be the s 
ject of a symposium to be h 
on Monday, December 12th, at 
P.M., at the Home of the Associ 
ation of the Bar of the City 
New York, 44 West 44th St., 
York nied The symposium i 





tee on Marriage & lames Law 
of the Federal Bar Association ot 
New York, New Jersey and Conn 
ecticut, and the Committee on 
Family Law of the Association of 
the Bar of the City of New York 
Speakers at the symposium and 
their topics, will be: 
Hon. Morris Ploscow e—Quickie 
Divorces: Solution or Tra; 
Warren S. Reese, Jr. of 
Alabama Bar—Alabama Di- 
vorces. 
Jason Berke—Mexican Divorces 





Digests of Recent 
Opinions 


(Continued from page 3) 
the 10 month delay or to 
enlarging the time period. Thé 
fac. that construction under the 
permit was not commenced until 
July 20, 1959 was not of itself a 
sufficient reason. 

Under the 1959 ordinance 
building permits issued under the 
old ordinance and which did not 
conform with the requirements 0! 
the new ordinance were rendered 
void unless the building was in 
process of construction at the 
time and could have been com- 
pleted within 6 months thereafter 
Plaintiffs urged that defendants 
permit had been rendered 
since it did not conform with the 
requirements of the new habe 
ance. The trial court erred in 
dismissing this issue without de- 
termining whether the proposed 
construction was contrary to the 
1959 ordinance. On this issué 
plaintiffs were not guilty of laches 
nor out of time under R.R. 4:88-15 
as a matter of law. If the pro- 
posed construction was contrary 
to the revised ordinance plaintif: 
had a right to assume that thé 
permit would not be used. There- 
fore it is only when they knew 0: 
should have known construction 
would be commenced despite 
1959 ordinance that they wert 
obliged to take action. There = 
nothing in the record to show 
they knew or should have know" 
this before construction was com- 
menced on July 20, 1959. Th: 
present suit was filed on Aug 
1959, well within the time ! 
by R.R. 4:88-15, and allowing 
for preparation of the complain 
it would also appear they wer 
not in laches. 

The cause is remanded for ne* 
trial on the complaint that 4 
permit was voided by the 
ordinance. If the trial cour 
plaintiffs are not barred by | 
or by R.R. 4:88-15 as to this 
it should then determine on 
merits whether the propos 
building conforms with the 1%: 
ordinance and whether, as defen- 
dants claim, defendants had : 
vested interest in the perm- 
which may not be revoked in thé 
absence of fraud. 
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The Right To ‘Seek Workmen's 
Compensation 


by Alfred W. Blumrosen’ of contract today than 
forty years ago. 
I 


A Policy Perspective 





The following isa ‘condensa- 
tion of a paper to be presented 
py Associate Professor Alfred 
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The Workmen’s Compensation employees 


II 
Tort Theories Protecting 
Employees Who Seek 
Compensation 

A. Civil Liability for Violation of 

Criminal Statute 

The Missouri Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act makes criminal dis- 
crimination by employers against 






























cart-blanche to utilize the at-will | 


employment contract in a man- 
ner contrary to legislative policy. 

The leading Supreme Court case 
on this point is the Railway Clerks 
case, allowing an _ injunction 
against employer interference 
with union organization, because 
it was “appropriate to the aim of 
Congress and is capable of en- 











the prima facie tort doctrine and 
the right to utilize the Compensa- 
tion tribunal is well described by 
the following paragraph written 
in another, related connection. 

. if the interest invaded is of 
such a character that sound 
social policy demands legal pro- 
tection, the intentional viola- 
tion thereof, without justifying 
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| cise problem under consideration. 
| We hase. already established 
| that the social cles embodied | 
in the Workr C nang saionee| 








*h gen pro- | 








cause of action wl 
tect poet heey rights to seek| 
workmen’s pensation, would | 
be some paramount policy which | 
required tl the employer be 





free to discharge 
One court dinated the | 
employee’s right to access to a 
| judicial tribunal to the employer’s 
contractual freedom to discharge. 
| In Mitchell v. Stanolind Pipe Line 
been employed 
er an at-will 
He was 
sued a fel- 
ault and bat- 
his former em- | 
ed recovery, 
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| by defendant u 


discharged because 
low employee for ¢ 

tery. He then 
ployer. The court deni 


suea 











Stating: 
| It is not the function of the 
courts in the absence of a con- 
tract to compel any person 
against his will to retain an- 
other in hi: nploy, nor is it 
the functi courts to 
compel any against his 
will to remain in > employ of 
another. 
| But several cases recognize that 
| the employer does not have a| 
Chr fo. 1187. 295 
by; : Tor ‘é Colum. L. 
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The Right To Seek Workmen's Compensation 





(Continued from page 5) 


so long as his services are “satis- | 4¢ proof is on the employer to 


factory,” several possibilities are 
present. Some courts may con- 
strue such contract as “at-will,” 
providing no job security whatso- 
ever. Most courts are willing to 
enforce such a contract according 
to its tenor. A discharge for seek- 
ing compensation would violate 
such a contract. 

The contract may, of course, be 
construed to provide that the em- 
ployee is to be retained for a def- 
inite term. In such a case, the 
courts imply a promise to render 
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ance. In these cases, the burden 


| 
| be entirely proper for the courts 
|to qualify the right to discharge, 


|reasonable satisfactory perform | under such contracts, by prohibit- 


ing discrimination for invoking 
;the Compensation Acts. This 


‘will contract retain the right to' 


show that the employee did not} would be but a minor and logical 


|perform satisfactorily. Discharge | extension of the already numer- 
| for invoking the Workmen’s Com-/ ous restraints on employer free- 


pensation Act would clearly be a} dom to discharge under at-will 
violation of such a contract. | contracts. 
B. Discharges under an At-Will | IV 
Contract ; | Discharges Under “Just Cause” 
Does the employer under an at- Provisions of Collective 
Bargaining Agreements 
discharge an employee who in-| Much industrial employment to- 
vokes the Compensation Act? We | day is governed by collective bar- 
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have established that the employ- 
er may not secure this right by 
express contract. Will he have 
greater rights under a contract 
written for him by the court? This 
question turns on the same con- 
siderations of public policy which 
we discussed above. 

A discharge for seeking compen- 
sation is no less inconsistent with 
public policy where the employ- 
ment is at-will than where it is 
for a more definite period. How- 
ever, the fact that the contract 
is at-will creates two legal conse- 
quences which should be noted; 
(1) It will be more difficult for 
the employee to establish that he 
was discharged for seeking com- 
pensation. The employer may as- 
sert any legitimate reason for dis- 
charge. (2) Proof of damages will 
be difficult. These two considera- 
tions establish that no undue bur- 
den will be placed upon employ- 
ers if they are prohibited from 
discharging employees who use; 








the Compensation Act. It — 
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gaining agreements which pro- 
vide that an employee may not be 
discharged except for just cause 
and require arbitration of disputes 
as to whether a discharge was 
proper. The question before the 
arbitrator is whether a discharge 
for invoking the Compensation 
Act constitutes “just cause” for 
discharge under the Labor Agree- 
ment. 

An arbitrator would set aside 
such a discharge. There are sev- 
eral cases in the arbitration re- 
ports so suggesting.’ It is true the 
arbitrators are not bound by prec- 
edent. However they are entitled 
to examine all the circumstances 
in order to reach a determination 
of just cause, and they do take 
into account public policies,” in- 
cluding policies of allowing access 


to judicial administrative and 
grievance tribunals. 
V 
The Effect of the National 
Labor Act 
A discharge for processing a 


|workman’s compensation case may 


constitute an unfair labor prac- 
tice under the National Labor Re- 
lations Act if seeking compensa- 
tion is a part of concerted activity 


'as that term is used in the Labor 
| Act. 


If a union assists employees in 


the processing of compensation |} 


claims, or if a group of employees 
mutually one another in 


eejat 


ASSIST 


| the processing of claims, then the 


activity becomes group activity. 
This concerted activity is protect- 


| 


|way to transfer a case between | 


|the NLRB, an arbitrator, and a 
| court. Thus, the choice of a wrong 
| tribunal may preclude a litigant 
seeking relief in the correct one. 


| With that introduction, let us| 


| examine the effect of jurisdiction 
| of one tribunal on the others. 
; 1. The effect of NLRB jurisdic- 
| tion. 
a.On Judicial Tribunals 

Where the NLRB will take jur- 
|isdiction over a discharge for 
seeking compensation as described 
in Part V of this paper, a state 
| court proceeding should be sus- 
pended. If the Board concludes | 
that the employer has violated | 


Monmouth Bar Holiday 
Party 


if 


| The Monmouth Bar Association | 
| will hold a Gala Holiday Dinner | 
on Wednesday, December 14, a: | 


the Shadowbrook Restaurant ip | 
Shrewsbury. The program com- | 
| mittee headed by President-Elect | 
Leo R. Weinstein and George 4 = 
Bariscillo, Jr., are arranging a | 
Christmas program for the meet- | 


| ing spiced with humor and 
| tainment. 








see am 
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various tribunals be related to 
one another. Let me Suggest the 
following solutions. As a practica] 








| 
| 
| 


ed, and discharges for engaging in 


it violate the Labor Act. 
VI 
The Effect of Multiple Tribunals 
On Employee Rights 

No discussion of a labor law 
problem today can be complete 
without considering the effect of 
multiple remedies. We have estab- 
lished that, under some circum- 
stances, the employee discharged 
for seeking workman’s compensa- 
tion may have (1) a common law 
tort or contract action; (2) an ar- 
bitration of whether there was 
“just cause” for his discharge un- 
der a collective agreement; and 
(3) an Unfair Labor Practice Pro- 
ceeding before the NLRB. Assum- 
that he can establish the 
background facts which would 
entitle him to each of these rem- 
edies, does the employee have a 
three-way election? May he invoke 


ine 
ing 


all remedies simultaneously? Is 
there some order in which he 
must proceed? 

None of these questions are 


easy, but they lie at the heart of 


ha 


harged because he invoked the 
pensation Act. 
y labor agreemeriis require 
itration be commenced 
ly after the event which 
to be challenged. The National 
I Relations Act requires that 
p 


a 
c 
y 





iplaint be filed within six 
alleged unfair labor 

combination of tim 

tional limitations can 


the 


baad 
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'any attempt to provide legal re- | 


a litigant. There is no} 





the Labor Act, the state tort rem- 
edy is probably barred. But, if the 
Board concludes that the employ- 
er did not not violate the Labor 
Act, a state tort action would be 
permissable. There is nothing in 
the Labor Act to protect such em- 
ployer conduct. 
b. On Arbitration Tribunals 
Federal policy favors both the| 
administrative process of the La- | 
bor Board and the informal and | 
semi-private adjudicatory process | 
of arbitration. The courts have | 
concluded that the jurisdiction of 
an arbitrator is not foreclosed by | 
the possibility that the NLRB may | 
take action. Therefore, even if a| 
matter constitutes an unfair labor | 
practice, the parties may process 
the case through arbitration. 
2. The effect of arbitration jur- 
isdiction 
a. On Judicial Tribunals 
There is growing recognition 
among the courts that arbitration | 
should be the exclusive forum to | 
resolve disputes concerning the 
interpretation and application of | 
the collective bargaining agree- | 
ment, to the total exclusion of the | 
courts.” If the employee seeks to} 
base a common law contract ac- 
tion on a “just cause” provision in 
a labor agreement which contains 
an arbitration provision, the court 
will dismiss the action either for 
failure to exhaust contract rem- | 
edies, or because the only remedy 
lies in arbitration. 
b. On the NLRB 
The National Labor Relations 
Acts provides that the jurisdic- 


| tion of the NLRB shall not be af- 


fected by the existence of any 
other means of adjustment of dis- 
putes. However, the NLRB has de- | 
veloped a policy of deferring to 
the arbitration process, and, if a} 
matter has been arbitrated, the 
Board may decline, to process an | 
unfair labor practice case con- | 
cerning the same facts. Thus it| 
seems that the NLRB and an ar-| 
bitrator may act concurrently on | 
the same set of facts, neither | 
necessarily deferring to the other, | 
but that the NLRB might, as a| 
policy matter, defer under some | 
circumstances outlined above. No! 
arbitrator that I know of wanes 
decline such a case. 

These complexities raise two} 
questions: (1! what steps should | 


| matter, if there is a real possibil- 
|ity that more than one remedy 
'is available, by all means com- 
mence all possible proceedings 
| immediately. Once they are start- 
|ed, the time bars have been 


| overcome and the problems of 
| jurisdiction can be worked out 


| between the tribunals. 


As to the second question, I 
suggest that the wisest course is 
to begin with the national policy 
of support for collective bargain- 
ing. This policy dictates that, if 
at all possible the parties should 
resolve their own disputes, either 
alone, or with a third party of 
their choice, rather than through 
the intervention of a government 
agency. Consistent with this prin- 
ciple, if the matter can be arbi- 


| trated, it should be arbitrated, in 


preference to recourse to the 
courts or to the National Labor 
Relations Board. The NLRB ought 
to defer to such arbitrations, and 
the courts should refuse to reach 


| the merits where a dispute is sub- 


ject to arbitration. 
If arbitration is not possible, 
the second most preferable agency 


| is the NLRB, which is experienced 


in cases which involve rather 
crude employer conduct, antagon- 
istic to basic employee rights. But 
if neither arbitration nor the ad- 
ministration by the NLRB are 
available, then the common law 


| tort and contract remedies should 


be available to protect an employ- 
ee from loss of his job because he 
sought compensation for a work 
connected injury. 
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AT THE 83rd ANNUAL DINNER OF THE HUDSON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 
Saturday, December 3, 1960 


Statler Hilton Hotel, New York 


_ * rome 


Les ate ag 


1. President Frederick H. Hauser, Louis P. Brenner, 
Hon. Mark A. Sullivan, Jr., 2nd Vice President; A. Alfred 
Fink, Ist Vice President; Annamarie V. Paterno, Secre- 
tary; Alex R. De Sevo, treasurer; chairman Lawrence A. 
Whipple and Hon. Arthur Levitt, guest speaker, Comp- 
troller State of New York. 

2. Edward F. Zampella and Dr. Sylvester Choffy. 

3. Rudolph V. Alosio, Frank W. Cerutti and Robert 
J. Carluccio. 

4. Daniel H. Rosen and Louis R. Kagan. 

5. J. Leonard Hornstein, Hon. Arthur Levitt, Fred- 
erick H. Hauser and Isadore Hornstein. 





6. Louis P. Brenner, Archie Elkins and Abe D. 


Levenson. 

7. Edwin S. Rubin, Arnold M. Stein, Theodore E. B. 
Einhorn, John C. Stritehoff, Jr. and Michael H. Hochman. 

8. Vincent P. Biunno, Joseph Harrison, John H. 
Yauch, Joseph M. Jacobs and Morris Colner. 

9. Joseph L. Freiman, Hon. Furman W. Reeves, 
James Eastmead, William Blohm, Jr., Joseph Mocco and 
Hon. Felix Bigotta. 

10. James G. Pappas, Stephen Mongiello, Frank J. 
Aiello and Chris G. Pappas. 


11. James H. Dowden, Bart R. Boyle and Jack Fein- 
berg. 

12. Louis Hoberman, Morton Isaacs, Isadore Glau- 
berman and Walter Leichter. 

13. Gregory J. Castano, Joseph F. McCarthy and 
Hpn. Andrew A. Salvest. 

14. Prosecutor Lawrence A. Whipple and his staff. 
Edward F. Zampella, Ralph P. Messano, Whipple and 
Isadore Dworkin. (rear) Anthony P. Peduto, John N. 
Ellsworth, Alfred Jago, Stanley Walczak, Joseph F. S. 
Fitzpatrick and Harold J. Ruvoldt. 

15. Louis Gerber and Frederick H. Hauser. 
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(Continued from page 1) 


dered on appeals in workmen’s 
compensation action in county 
court, App. Div. and Sup. Ct. by 
reducing the allowance to $12,500, 
which is assessed entirely against 
the employer. Action involved 
several appeals and remands, re- 
sulting in award of $27,000, if 
children reach maximum age, but 
issues remained the same 
throughout. There is no need to 
determine whether counsel fee 
for appellate services under R.R. 
5:2-5(f) may properly be appor- 
tioned between the parties. 
Grosso et al v. Paterson et als 
(A-30, decided Dec. 5, 1960) 
Affirmed Law Div. judgment, 59 
N.J. Super. 412. City’s Board of 
Finance was legally bound to ap- 
propriate for salary increments 
provided for in ordinances adopt- 
ed by the Board of Health. RS. 
26:3-19 empowers health board to 
employ personnel and fix their 
duties and compensation, includ- 
ing salary ranges with mandatory 
increments. R.S. 26:3-43, which 
provides that governing body 
shall appropriate Board of 
Health’s estimate “or such other 
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| Although a 


F lator’s duty 


amount as 
does not authorize Board of Fin- 
ance to decline to appropriate for 
the increments, as the Board of 
Finance may, thereunder, only 
eliminate expenditures it consid- 
ers unnecessary but may not in- 
terfere with Board of Health’s 
provisions for mandatory salary 
increments. 
In re Armour’s Will 
(A-25, decided Dec. 5, 1960) 
Reversed App. Div. judgment, 
61 N.J. Super. 50, and reinstated 
that of trial court. In handling 
and liquidating the estate assets 
and collecting the income thereon 
and in allocating corpus sums on 
their books to the trust at in- 
tervals, the administrations of the 
estate and of the trust were in- 
cidents of each other and only 
one commission is allowable on 
the income involved. Since plain- 
tiffs took it as executors, no fur- 
ther award thereon can be made 
to them as trustees. N.J.S. 3A:10- 
2 must be so construed, rather 
than too literally. When an ex- 
ecutor collects income which must 
be paid from death of testator as 
required by a trust, he should be 
considered as acting qua trusteé 
in doing so. 
Reilly et al v. Ozzard 
(A-16, decided Dec. 5, 1966 
Affirmed judgment holding that 
common law doctrine prohibiting 
dual holding of incompatible of- 
fices does not bar a member of 
the State Senate from holding 
the post of township attorney 
possible conflict of 
interests inheres in the situation, 
that is not indigenous to roles of 
legislator and municipal attor- 
ney and it does not mean a con- 
flict in duties. Thus municipal 
attorney’s drawing of legislative 
bill is not compatible with legis- 
to pass upon merits 
of bill, etc. Common law doctrine 
of incompatibility did not reach 
into area of possible conflicts of 
interests and forbid such dual 
officeholding because of it. 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
DeMuro et als v. Sullivan et al 
(A-837-59, decided Nov. 28, 1960) 
Affirmed summary judgment 
granted in declaratory judgment 
action to defendant Director of 
Rev. and Fin. of second cl 
commission government city up- 
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it may determine,” 


holding his appointment of de- 
fendant city counsel over pro- 
tests of fellow commissioner plain- 
tiffs who contended appointment 
power lay with board. Once the 
board has been organized and de- 
partments assigned, Walsh Act 
requires that power to appoint 
municipal officials who exercise 
municipal powers be distributed 
among the several departments, 
in the absence of specific statutes 
to the contrary. Statute here in- 
volved, R.S. 40:70-1 et seq., does 
not contain such contrary provi- 
sion. Resolution adopted at time 
of assignment of departments de- 
claring for policy of submission of 
all appointments for action by 
board called merely for voluntary 
consent as moral obligation, but 
could not interfere with statutory 
requirement of distribution of ap- 
pointments even if it had so at- 
tempted. 

State v. Miller 
(A-645-59, decided 


Nov. 25, 1960) 





Set aside conviction in county 
court upon appeal from municipal 
court, for drunken driving, where 
— state trooper who had admin- 

d the drunkometer in the 
case testified that it indicated a 
re adi ng of .21 per cent. Before 
the technician may testify as to 
the reading, the State must, un- 
ess waived by defendant, show 
that the operator was qualified, 


that machine and its components 
were in proper condition and that 
test was properly administered 
Whether more shall be required 
foundation for admission 
operator’s testimony in a given 
case must be left to the trial 
judge upon the basis of the par- 
ticular facts and issues. While 
perhaps the defense objected too 
late as to lack of showing of 
trooper’s qualifications, there was 
timely objection to the lack of 
evidence as to how he had arriv- 
ed at his result, i.e. as to how the 
test was conducted. Case 
manded for new trial 

Tua et al v. Modern Homes, Inc. 
(A-375-59, decided July 15, 1960) 

Affirmed judgments for plain- 
tiffs for injuries resulting when 
plaintiff slipped on floor while a 
customer in defendant’s_ store, 
allegedly caused by waxy sub- 
stance “soft in the center; and 
hard on the sides” on which she 
had stepped. It was not error to 
deny defendant’s motion for dis- 
missal at end of plaintiff’s case 
and again at the conclusion of 
all the evidence and to submit 
this cause to jury. Apart from 
plaintiff's tenuous testimony con- 
cerning presence of waxing mach- 
ine nearby, she did testify that 
the “wax” into which she stepped 
was soft in center and so “en- 
crusted” around edges as to re- 
quire attendant to use implement 
to scrape substance from floor. 
This was sufficient to justify in- 
ference of existence of offending 
substance on floor for protracted 
period sufficient to form basis of 
constructive notice. 

Bialoblocki et al v. Sawicki et als 
A-247-59, decided Nov. 17, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 2) 

Olsen et als v. Fair Haven et als 
(A-539-59, decided Nov. 28, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 3) 
Rainaud et als v. Thorne et al 
(A-553-59, decided Nov. 28, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2) 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Chosney et : v. Konkus et al 
(Essex Co., A-4967, decided Nov. 
10, 1960) 

Dendied motion by defendants 
owner and operator of car that 
had been in collision with car in 
which plaintiff was a passenger 
and which was operated by plain- 
tiff’s unmemancipated infant son, 
for order granting defendants 
leave to file third party complaint, 
alleging simple negligence, against 
unemancipated infant son 
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2nd Regional Conference 
On Labor Relations 
Law Held 


John J. Cuneo, Director for the 
Twenty-second Region of the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board, 
Newark, met December Ist at the 
Essex House in Newark with a 
group of twenty labor and man- 
agement attorneys, industrial re- 
lations representatives and edu- 
cators concerned with the field of 
jabur relations, in the second Re- 
gional Advisory Conference on 
Administration held in this area. 

The conference considered how 
the settlement of unfair labor 
practice might be further en- 
couraged and some of the more 
knotty problems that arise in 
representation cases under the 
National Labor Relations Act. In 
addition, there was discussion of 
the Board’s compliance proce- 
dure and how it could be made 
more effective as well as the 
processing of priority cases under 
the Landrum-Griffin Act, and a 


discussion of suggested improve- 
ments in the Agency’s trial pro- 
cedures. 


Those participating in the con- 
ference, which was preceded by a 
luncheon, were: 

Michael Breitkopf 

Francis W. Brennan 

Joseph P. Dunn 

Warren E. Dunn 

James E. Fagan 

Prof. John O. Gallagher olf 

Upsala College 
Howard A. Goldberger 
Charles R. Katz 
Maurice M. Margolis 
Thomas L. Morrissey 
Louis Newman 
Joseph S. Oberwager 
William P. Reiss 
Martin I. Rose 
Woodward J. Sandler 
Zachary Schneider 
Norman N. Schiff 
Charles Serriano, Industrial 
Relations Manager for 
Johnson & Johnson 

I. Philip Sipser 

Andrew F. Zazzali 





seeking 


contribution under Joint 
Tortfeasor’s Contribution Law, 
N.J.S. 2A:53-1 et seq. Public pol- 
icy precludes an enforceable lia- 
bility between plaintiff and the 
proposed third party defendant, 
and that immunity bars the en- 
forceability that is a requisite to 
suit under the Joint Tortfeasor’s 
Contribution Law. 

SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Laudan et als v. ABC Travel Sys- 
tem, Inc. et als (Essex Co., Docket 
No. C-2166-59, decided Nov. 23, 

1960) 
(Full digest on page 1) 
COUNTY COURT 
Della Vecchia v. World Scope Pub- 
lish. Co. (Essex Co., Law Div., 
Docket A-4754, decided Nov. 17, 
1960) 
(Full digest on page 2) 


‘Sianeli asians Of 
Tax Refunds Drops 
To New Low 


Processing of Cases Speeded Up 


Taxpayers seeking income tax 
refunds in civil courts recover 
only 12 per cent of the amounts 
claimed during the fiscal yea 
ended June 30, 1960, accordi ng t to 
Commerece Clearing House, na- 
tional reporting authority on tax 
and business law. 

This was the lowest percentags 
of such recovery on record. It re- 
sulted from government victorie 
in 71 per cent of all civil tax litig: 
tion during the year, a ie 7 
high, the CCH report said. 

Moving more swiftly that at any 
time in the past decade, the Jus- 
tice Department’s Tax Division 
reported that more than 90 pe: 
cent of all pending civil tax 
are now less than two years 
contrasted with 50 per cent 
1955. 

The average civil tax case 
now processed in about one-ha! 
the time taken eight years ag 

The speedier course of : 
through the courts is partly at- 
tributable to promptness in filing 
answers to suits. Only 88 exten- 
sions of time were requested 
the government during the 
fiscal year, whereas 2,000 suc 
quests were made in fiscal 19 52 

The Tax Division has also step- 
ped up collections on delinquen: 
accounts. Collections for the 196 
fi year 


ed 








fiscal totalled $19.2 million 
up $600,000 over the previous year 
and were exceeded only in 
other years, 1955 and 1957, 
CCH report 
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THE LIE DETECTOR TEST AS EVIDENCE IN 
THE COURT ROOM 


By Anthony Orrico* 


The polygraph or so-called lie 
detector is not an instrument 

which automatically and uner- 
ace discloses a lie by the person 
peing tested. Rather, it is a scien- 
tific instrument which records 
certain physiological phenomena, 
such as changes in the pulse rate, 
plood pressure, respiration, and in 
electrodermal response, under the 
theory that a person telling a lie 
undergoes definitely ascertain- 
able physiological reactions, 

whereas a person the truth 
will show only normal reactions. 





c 
telling y 


‘The Lie Detector”, 26 Boston UL 
Rev. 264, (April, 1946). 
There is no reported decision i 
admis- 


Une 


New Jersey concerning t} 





dility in evidence o 
5. It would appear ] 














least in the absence test 
agreements or stipulations, that 
the courts in other jurisdictions 
almost uniformly reject the 
sults of lie Gotectar tests 
offered in evidence for the 

pose of establishing the guilt or 
innocence of the accused of a 
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crime, whether the accused or the 
prosecution seeks its introduction. 
The reason most commonly as- 
signed for the exclusion of such 
evidence is the contention that 
the reliability of lie detector tests 
has not yet been sufficiently es- 
tablished. 

Fred E. Inbau, professor of law 
at Northwestern University, and 
an associate of Dr. Keeler, who is 
credited with perfecting the lie 
detector, is a leading authority 
on the instrument. In an article 
in the Boston Law Review, supra, 
Professor Inbau says: 
bs But in the absence of 

such pretest agreements and 

Stipulations, the test records 

and the examiner’s interpreta- 

tion thereof have been held in- 
admissable as evidence by every 
appellate court which has had 
occasion to consider the matter, 
for the very understandable 
reason that the test had ‘not 
yet gained such standing and 
scientific recognition among 
physiological and psychological 
authorities as would justify the 
courts in admitting expert testi- 


= ~ 


mony deduced from the dis- 

covery, development, and ex- 

periments thus far made.’ (Bold 

face added) 

The argument has been ad- 
vanced that if the result of a 


lie detector test is used as to one 
witness it might be claimed that 
it should be used as to others and 
the question in the case might 
become whether the results of 
the tests as opposed to positive 
testimony should be accepted. 
Other authorities contend that 
the value of the results depend to 
a large degree upon the training 
and expertness of the examiner, 
and criterion for interpretation 
has not yet become standardized. 
Then too, there are certain per- 
sons having some psychological 
or physiologica abnormalities 
who would not react as would a 
normal person to the test. All this 
is not to discredit the lie detector 
as an instrument of utility and 
value. Its usefulness has been 
amply demonstrated by detective 
agencies, police departments and 
other law enforcement agencies 
conducting criminal investigation. 
It is also being frequently employ- 
ed in matters other than investi- 
gation of crimes. By its use ad- 
missions and confessions are fre- 
quently secured, and facts de- 
veloped which assist in further 
discoveries. Such admissions and 
confessions, if otherwise compet- 
ent, have generally been admitted 
into evidence. 

The only reported decision in 
which the results of a lie detector 
tests were ruled admissable in the 
absence of a pre-test agreement 
or stipulation is People v. Kinney, 
167 Misc. 51, 3 NYS 2nd 348 (1938) 
in which no appeal was taken. 
However in a subsequent decision 
of the New York court, judicial 
recognition was not given to the 
results of lie detector tests as an 
effective method of determining 
truth. See People v. Forte, 279 N.Y. 
204, 18 N.E. 2nd 31, (1938). The 
admissability of a lie detector test 
in a civil action arose in Stone v. 
Earp, 331 Mich. 606, 50 N.W. 2d 172, 
(1951), and the court ruled such 
evidence inadmissable by reason 
of the fact that the tests were still 
in the experimental stage and that 
the consent of the parties to the 
tests did not serve to render the 
evidence competent. 

For additional information and 
authority concerning lie detector 
tests, see Levitt, Scientific Evalu- 
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Announcement 


George P. Lacay has become 
associated with the firm of Mil- 
ton, Augelli & Keane in the gen- 
eral practice of law at 40 Journal 
i od Jersey City. 
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rperat am mse pr incipal 
s sit 216 § ie. 
i he Cit t of 
State of William E 
being the agent therein and in charge 


thereof, upon whom process may be served) 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
First day of Dece 1960. file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent a the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
'n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 


mber 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
| fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
| this “rst day ¢ December. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

BSeoretary of Btate. 
L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | 


40 | 


raphic Truth Test and | 
the Law of Evidence, 22 Tenn L. | 


LEGAL NOTICES 


STAT&® OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT UF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To @li to whom these vresents may come 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
xy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 









ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
‘y_the unanimous consent of ali the stock 
1 denosited in mv office that 
| KELIT RONDO RECORD CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ott is situated at No. 523 23rd Street, 
in t City of Union City, County of Hudsen, 
State of vew Jersey (Ervin Litkei 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
spon Whe process may served). lia 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
orpurations, General. of Revised Statute- 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuinx 

f this Certificate of Ilissolution. 

NOW. THEREF . L,_the Secretary of 
state of the State of New Jersey, Du Hereby 
‘ortifvy that the sald corporation did. on th 
Thirtieth day of November, 1960, ‘ile in 
my office a duly executed and attested «onsen! 
{n writing to the dissolution of sai! cor- 
oration, executed by all the stocku. dere 
thereof, which said consent and the recor 
f the vroceedings aforesaid are — on fil. 


n my said office as provided by la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF i 
have hereto set my hand ard af 
fixed my official seal, at Tren ton 
this Thirtieth day of Novem 
“ale A.D., one thousand nine bu 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
~~ of State. 
29 $21.60 


L.J I) o, 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whum these presente may come 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticatei record of the proceed 
ings for the volo tary dissolution thereof 
oy the ananimous «so isent of all the stock 

holders. deposited tn my office that 
rita ANI) KING, INC 
is State, whose principal 
at No. 473 Washington 
Selleville, County of 
f New Jersey (James L. Davidson 
be Ang ihe ‘agent therein and in charge thereot 
upon whom process may be served), hae 
‘omplied with the requirements of Titie 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statute« 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f thia Certidcate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Here» 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day f December, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the recor: 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, } 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fi day of December 

(Seal) A. “ , one thousa: id nine hundred and 
eix 


E DWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary ef State. 





STATE OF NBW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presenta may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution tlierev! 
of all the stock 

deposited in my office that 
ERS HING PAR K HOME S, INC 


by the unanimous consent 
noldera. 
BS: 













; ‘ous ity. of Berg 

»  ¢ New J y (Frieda Dermer 
being the agent therein. and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of tiis Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on thy 
First day of December, 1960 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid o _ on file 
in my said office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this First day 
A.D., one thousand 

nd 


a xty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
a of State. 

Dee. 8, 15, 22 


December, 


of 
(Seal) nine hundred 


L.J $21.60 





COUNTY COURT 
DIVISION 
NO 


ESSEX 
LAW 
I pe Me ET 


Ac 
iv DG MES 


THE 


IN THE MATTER OF 
APPLICATION OF 
GLADYS RAFABLA 
Z DELGAIM), 






WAL 





TER H ONKTIN 
ee 
INER 
Jersey 
Dated: November 29. 1960 
ESTATE OF CARRIE EUBANKS, deceased 
Pnranant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easer 
this day made on the application of the under- 
undersigned, Executor of sald deceased 
notice is hereby giver to the creditors of 
said deceased to grhibit to the subscriber 
ander oath or affirmation. their claima and 
demands against the estate of seid deceased 
within six months from this date. or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same againet the subscriber. 
IRVING SILVER 


IRVING SILVER. Attorney 
2 Bag Place 

rk 2. N. J | 
i 7 —-Der. 8. 15, 22, 29, Jan. & 
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COUNTY 

ad DIVISION 

DOCKET NO. 60-1009 
Civil Action 
JUDGMENT 


BERGEN COURT 
LAW 


matter of the Application of 
FRANK KRAUZOWICZ and 
KRAUZOWICZ, 


; of 


In the 
ist ANLEY 
WLADYSLAWA 


ROSE 
as natural 






| individually and guardiar 


| LEGAL NOTICES 
} 





and as natural Guardians of Stanley Raymond 


STANLEY RAYMOND KRAUZOWICZ and 
LOTTIE WANDA KRAUZOWICZ, infants, 
for leave to assume the names of 

| STANLEY FRANK KRAUSE, LOTTIE 

| ROSE KRAUSE, STANLEY RAYMOND 

| KRAUSE and LOTTIE WANDA KRAUSE, 

respectively. 

| I ntiffs, Stanley 'F rank Krauzowicz and 

| Wladyslawa Rose Krauzowicz, individually 




















Krauzowiez and Lottie Wanda Krauzowicz, 
infants, having this Ist day of December 
1960, made application to this Court by 
duly verified Complaint for a judgment to 
assume other names to wit: Stan! Frank 
mraaee Lottie Rose Krause, Stanley Ray- 
mond use and Lottie Wanda Krause, and 
appearing to the Court that they have 
comp ied with all the provisions of the New 
Jersey Statutes 2A:52-1 et seq.. and Revised 
Rules, and the Court being suti stied thereof 
ind that there are no reasonable objections 
eee 
‘ this Ist day of December, 1960, 
ADIT GE D that Stanley Frank Krauzowicz 
and Wladyslawa Rose Kranzwicz, his wife. 
Stanley Raymond Krauzowicz and Lottie 
Krauzowiez, infants, be and = are 
uithorized to assume the names of 
Frank Krause, Lottie Rose Krause 
Stanle Raymond Krause and Lottie Wanda 
from and after January 3, 1961, 


within ten days hereof said plain 




















a copy of this judgment to be 
iblished in the New Jersey Law Journal 
1 within twenty days after entry of 
wigment they f Judgment and affidavit of 
ib ition of judgment with the Bergen 
nty Clerk ind a certified copy of the 
lement with tl Secretary of State pur 
ut the ions of the Statute and 
Revised Rules such case made and = pro- 
led 
jenjamin P. Galanti 
Judge 
L.J Dec 8 $10.80 
ESSEX COUNTY COUKT 
LAW DIVISION 
Decks t No 
ivil Action 
i DGMENT 
Ma r 
tion of H RY KARL 
NN WILE Moto Assume 
the Name of PATRICK ROBER4 
CARL WIL HE: ILM. 

Pla Hen Karl Hermann Wilhelm, 
doa v tial complaint demanding 
authorizing him to assume the 
’atrick Robert Carl Wilhelm: and 
ng that notice of said application 
of name has been published at 

is e weekly for four successive weeks 

receding the time of said application in 
Jersey Law Journal 1 newspaper 


and th 
verified com- 
proofs taken 


the County of 
satisfied from the 
‘in and from the 


Court being 


int 3 Phan 


en t that there are reasonable 
ed change of name 
ible objection why the 
ime the name of 
helm 
Ist day of Decem- 
ach & Wals 


Appearing) 


DERED 
ry Karl 














1 days from the 
hall cause a copy 
i published in the 
sey . hewspaper print 
6 Essex, and ‘that 
v m the date hereof 
itifi ] » the judgment and 
the affidavit of pub n of the judgment 
»>b ed with the Clerk of Essex 
T and = within days from the 
» heredds of the judgment 
f i w $ of State of the 
ite of Ne . ng to the provi- 
sion f the statute 1 such case made and 
provided 
WALTER H. CONKLIN 
t.6.¢ 
L.J.—-Dec. 8 $10.98 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
bho er r 
Action 
it "DG MENT 
IN THE MATTER OF THE pea be cpa 
o NUNCIATO jeeps indi vidua!l ) 
dia itur. guardian of ) 
PHI LIP CONTOI an ) 
JOSEPH CON TOLE in d ) 
ee CON TOLE ‘ ) 
LAWRENCE CONTOLE for ) 
eave to “rst m ) 
ALBERT CUTALA PHILIP CUTALO, ) 
JOSEPH CUTAIA MARY CUTALO and ) 
[ ) 


LAWREN i ( 


ALA), respectively 








is t s a le and 
s/ Roger M. Ya 
Judg Essex y ¢ 
L..J.—D 5 $10.62 
Dated: November 28. 1960 
PSTATE OF MARGARET ROY, deces ased 
Porenant to the order of DAVID 4H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Besex. 


thie day made on the application of the 
undersigned Execntor of said 4d } 
notice is herehy given to the ereditors of 
said decease’ to exhibit to the subecriber. 


nnder oath or affirmation. their claims and 


| demands against the estate of aald deceased 


within six months from this date. or they 
will be forever barred from prosecnting or 
recovering the «ame se¢ainet the enhaertber. 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 


TOHN | CONNOLLY Attorney 
11 Commerce Street 

Ne ark 2. N.J 

| 7 Dec. 8, 15. 22. 29, Jan. 5 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES . LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
SIATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY ‘> STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presente may come 
Greeting. 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot 
by the unanimous consent of a!l the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ROSE'S LUNCHEONETTE 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Maurice Schapira 


being the agent therein and im coarge werevi, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, op the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1960, file in my 
vifice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissulution of said cor- 
poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by lew. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
Dred my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of November, 
A.U., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Dee. 8, 15, 22 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office 
272 JACKSON AVENUE OORPORATION 


(Seal) 











4 corporation of this State, whose principal 
at No. 921 Bergen Aven 
srsey City, County of Hu dson, 


Jersey (Harold Meltzer 
agent therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 

the requirements of Title 14, 
General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
(ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Chirtieth November, 1960, file in my 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official = at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth November, 
A.D., one vl A i bundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

J Dex 8, 15, 





being the 
upon whom 

complied with 
Corporations, 


day of 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
esents may come 


STATE OF 

DEPARTMENT 

CERTIFICATE OF 

To all to whom these pr 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 






by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
jugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

the unanimous consent of all the stock 
helders. denvosited tn my office that 

JOS! PH OW Al DMAN CORPORATION 
a t iis State whose prin 
‘ t N Coit Stree 

) ( nty ae 








New J 
agent the oan ‘and ‘in charge thr meet. 
process may be served), has 
the requirements of Title 14 
General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on em: 
Thirtieth day of November, 1960, file 
my office a duly executed and atte sted conse nt 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





: the 
Upou whore 

complied with 
Oerporations, 





in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my offictal seal, at Trenton. 
’ this Thirtieth day of November, 
(Seal) A.W., one thousand nine handred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
~ Secretary of State 


De. 8, 15. 2 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ail to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the p 


To 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the uranimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, denosited in my ‘fice that 


SAGAMORE CORPORATION 


a corporation of this State. whose principa! 
No 637 Route +10, in 
ingston, County of Essex, 

(Edward R. MeGlynn 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Titlhy 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutee 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the tseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ghar that the said corporation did, on the 

‘*hirtieth day of November, 1960, file in 
ytlice a duly executed and attested cousen! 
writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
of the proceetings aforesaid are now on file 




















in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Thirtieth day of November. 
(Seal) AD., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty 
EDW ARD J PATTEN, 
Reeretary of State 
J dD 8, 15. 22 $21.60 
Dated: November 21, 1960 
VICTOR JACOBY, deceased. 
to the order of DAVID H 
? Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of s deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers 
STEPHEN GROB 
ALBE ao W. STENDER 
DAV ID BE R NHEI Attorney 
972 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 


L.J.—Dec. 1, 8, 


$21.60 | 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the prc 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that : 

EATONTOWN GARDENS, NO. 2, 
a corporation of this State, whose 


INC. 
princi 


office is poige oted at No. 1182 Raymond B 
vard, is y of Newark, County of Essex, 
State yi rey (Morris M. Schuitzer 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
npon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said Corporation did, op the 









DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
bolders. deposited in my office that 
TALL TREE ESTATES, LINC. 
a Paige an of this State, whose principal 
ed at No. 50 Main St 
sack, County < 
y (David B. 
being the agent therein and in charge 


thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of HRevised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
ahvoey of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
( that the said corporation did. on the 








1960, 


































Twenty-eighth day of November. 1960, file in wenty-eighth day of November, file ir 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | “y 0 ice @ duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-|'9 writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders DSi by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record | ‘2 hich said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Of the br remo aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. in my aN gO 1 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have. Neratotect mas anEe Tana er 
have hereto set my band and af Reduce cfc ay Tt. 
fixed my official weal, at Trenton fixed my official seal, at Treaton. 
thi venty-eiglith day of Nov “ this Twenty-eighth day of November, 
s ighth ¢ Novembe (Se ; ; 
(Seal) PeT ie one thouand nine penared and = aa waxty. ee ee eee 
sixty. EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Hecretary of ‘state. 
er of State. L De 22 $21.60 
L.J D 22 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | 70 ali to whom these vresemta may come 
Greeting: Greeting 
WHER t r 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction hi siceribor se ye delet fae ———— 
»y duly authenticated record of the proceed- a A esegegpicn cs sary di asoll a acant 
tings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | , neent of al ; the stock 
»y the unanimous consent of all the stock: | ™y office that 
holders. deposited in my office that | I 
E ATONTOWN GARDI ENS, NO. 3, IN a se principal 
. f s 8s V pri iA 7, 
at No. 1183 of 
N rk 2 ¢ Jk 1 r ur ll 
rse Morris S tzer 1 th nd in charge thereof 
heing the agent therein and in charge thereof ipo whe > may be served) has 
Ipon whom process ma be served), has | eomplied the requirements of Title ]4 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14. | ¢ i en of Revised Statutes 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes nary to the issuing 
to the issuing Yissolution 


preliminary 
of Dissolution. 

the Secretary of 
Do Hereby 


vf New Jersey, 
f this Certificate 
NOW THEREFORE, I, 


State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the said corporatl jon did, on the : 
Twenty-eighth day of November, 1960, 


my office a duly executed and attested ‘conse nt 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on flie 
'n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 

















fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-eighth day of N 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
FDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L..d Tbe Ss 1S, 22 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALI 
SUPERIOR (CTHLAN 1-229 
SUPERIOR COURT — OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
IMM OKET NO. P-3084-59 Betwe Mohawk 
Savings 1! n Asso t 1 r tior 
f New Jers I 1S I ks 
ta ] 1 s Ex For sa 
By v he a pintan e 
Necut ’ sia rose r 
sale by b , R f it 
he Co House Newa I lay 
1 da Tanua x » PM 
1 ae | ‘ 1 he wing ract 
i i r . . 
tar war jescribed. s ite 
ind = = beir y < Newarl Pssex 






















Ridgewood ave 


BEGINNING 











SUPERIOR (L: G-80 =. PERIOR 
(LAW) G-151 aX ‘st PERIOR (LAW) 
SUPERIOR COURT ao NEW JERSEY, 
LAW DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY, 

d 939-590 


DOCKET J-116: 
J-2079-60. ] 


NOS 


lows 


was duly 
Office 


cates 





pr ob: ted 
on 
TI 


and Mary 


t € 
ents ($863 78 

i thi 1s sal e 
November oR, 1960. 


NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 


together with the 


Newark, N 








Glassner, Substituted Attorney 


Richard M : 
L.J. 15, 22, 29 $38.43 


Dec. 8, 








5 of Di 
THEREFORE. Me 


“SOW the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
did 


Certify ¢ 


on th 





at _ the said corp ratl n 
x 


1 by 
Ww HE REOF. I 








Greeting 


WHERBEAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


hand and af- 
| Trenton 
this Twenty y N ber 
Seal) 4 D ne thousand nine enaeed 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
| Secretary f State 
|} L.J.—Dee. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
} 
! STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
} CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To all to whom these presents may come, 
| 
| 






by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the moreery, dissolution thereof 
| by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
| he ders, deposited in my office that 
| HU NT. Inc 
| a rporat »f is State, whose principal 
{ Ss s : it N $56 Svlvar venue 
g f Englewood ¢ ( 
| Z s New Jers r 
¢ x ¢ agent therein an i 
ct thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey. preliminary to the 
| issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
wiht eN mi 1980. file i 





t ed const nt 
di ssolt ntion of said cor- 
by all the stockholders 
record 


i attest 


ex 
the 


to 
erecuted 
which said consent and the 
ate now on file 
office as provided bv law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, T 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 


i 
‘n writing 
poration. 
thereof. 
of the proeeedings aforesaid 
in my said 

™ 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
s Twenty-eighth day f November 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Necretary of State. 
Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS 


It annears to mv satisfaction 
ty duly anthenticated roceed- 


record of the D 








nes for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

hy the unanimones consent of all the stock 

holders denestted in my office that 
BAYWAY STEEL DRUM CO 

i ition of i ate, whose 





1143 





yu f ew Jersey ~ 
Farer be agent tl nd in charge 
thereof, upon whom pre ERs ‘oer be served) 
has complied with the requirementa of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- 
nutes of New Jersey. preliminary to the issu- 

ing of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that vs said corporation did. on the 
t of Nove 1960. in 









T wentr-eis 

1 july ed 5 ttested con ent 
in ovis to the ‘aaasietien of asid cor- 
poration. execnted by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office ae provided by law 
IX TESTIMONY WHFERFOF T 
have hereto set my hand and a’?- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 





Twenty-eighth iy of November 
(Seal) one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty 
FDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Dec. 8. 15. 22 $21.60 










D November 23, 1960 

OF HE SR Y KERSH AW, deceased. 

suant t the order of DAVID H 

vE Surrogate of the County of Essex, 

mad the application of the 

utors of said deceased, 

c iv to the creditors of 
deceased to it to the subscribers, 

r oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 


recovering the same against the subscribers. 
J: 


ACK SLAVITT 











PEOPLE'S NATIONAL BANK & TRUST 
COMPANY OF BELLEVILLE 

JACOB SLAVITT, ttorney 

17 Academy Street 

Newark ee 

L.J.—Dee. 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 

















CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


2D 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
tinge for the voluntary dissolution tkgreof 
by the upanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CEDAR 
a corporation of this State, 
ituated at No. 435 W. 7th 
ity of Plaintield, 
New Jersey (Andr 
1@ agent therein 
rocess ma 


CREST HOMES 
whose principal 
peers 












has ¢ seen 


< rporati 








the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


“NOW. THEREFORE, I, 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twentyighth day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 





poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid “4 now on file 
{a my said office as provided law 
TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at —_—. 
thi 2 ighth day of Novem! 
(Seal) A.D., one “ phousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of 8tate. 
L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


To 


It appears to my satisfaction 













yy duiy a ‘ated record of the proceed 
ngs for oluntary lutic of 
by the unan conse oy rk 





us 
wwlders. deposited 
WALDORF 
a corporation 0 
rffic 


ls situat 





¢ 
T 
i 





¢ the agent therein and in. char ge the Fey 
ipon whom process may be served). has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
rations, General. of Revised Statute- 
ew Jersey, preliminary to the issuin 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, De Hereby 
th that the eal 4 corporate on did. on the 
- h day Ne aber. 1960, file 
execut ed ‘and pn NB consent 
of said cor 
stockholders 
and the 








of 
ft 


rtify 





“uted the 


» said 


consent 
ngs aforesaid are now on file | 


. provided by law 
ESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
hereto set hand and af- 
offes at -arenton 


my 
seal 





“tt ou and ni ne hundred 
and six 
[DW ARD J. PATTEN. 
Baceatiral of State. 
‘ec, 8, 15, 22 21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





To ali te whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 
Beyer AS, It appears to my satisfaction. 










Certificate of Dissolution 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Cert y thst the said c¢ oration did. on the 
h day of Nover 1960, file in 
uly executed and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid = = on file 
in my said office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHERHOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


of this 
NOW 
State of the State 












fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-eighth day of November 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Dec. 8, 15. 22 $21.60 





$9.45 





NOVEMBER 16, 1960 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH SCHWARTZ, deceased 
rsuant to the order of DAVID 4G. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eseex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executors of sa 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subecribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subacribers 
WILLIAM A. SCHILLING 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
WILLIAM A. SCHILLING, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
N 


99 





. 8, 15. 





the 





ember 14, 1960 
ESTATE OF ISIDORE NSOROLOFE, de- 
ceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Essex 


tnis day made on the application of the 
ondersigned, Executrix of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six monthe from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 
DORA SOKOLOFF 

MALCOLM N. BOHROD, Attorney 

786 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N 





- J. 
L.J.—Nov. 24, Dec. 1, 8, 15, 22 





1 


} 


nly aut henticated record of the proceed - 
er for the voluntary dissolution thereof | - 
uimous consent of all the stock- 
ted in my ‘office that 
EXTERMINATING CO. 
this State, whose principal 
s situated at N 397 ¢ n Avenue, 
City f Newar ( 
Stat f New Jersey Alt 
being the agent therein and in charge. thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 
comp! fed with the requirements of Title 14 
orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
sf New Jcrsey, preliminary to the issuinz 





} SUPE 


CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 








Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed. 
ings for the voluntary dissolution theres: 
deposited in my office, that the 


MY FLORIST 
of this State, whose principe 
40 Journal Sauare 
County of Hu 
(Maurice 


a corporati ad 
off) ce is 













‘ess may be qereea), 
» requirements of 

2ral, of Revised 
issuing of this C¢ 





compli — wi th 


Gene 
the 





at such cons 

NOW THEREFORE, 
TEN, Secretary of of the State of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that 
said ae did, on the Twenty-eight 
day of Nov ‘ fi i y 


EDWARD J. Pat 


RS e 





ed by 





Inore 














stockholders rtif 
and the record of the proceedings afo 
are now on file in my said office as pr vidi 
by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-eighth day of Novem 
(Seal) A.D., = thousand nine bundre 
and si 
EDW aR D J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J @) 8, 15, 22 $2 








record | na < 











“ Ul RT 
CHANCERY DIVIS 
DOCKET NO 


10k: 


























id DOROTHY 































unabie to ascer 
residences 
whether si 
because of 
this ¢ "ause 


Londinsky, 
their heirs. 
tives and ier. 





in right. title 
RR. 4:4-5(b) 
L.J.—Dec. 1, 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To eit to whom these presents may come, 

eting: 


WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
py duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
dere. dermosited in my office that 
FRISCH REALTY CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
jn the Pad of Newark, County of Essex, 
State New Jerse ey, (Leo Marks 
being the. agent therein and in charge thereof. 
spon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
9 Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
Stete of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the asid cornoration did. on the 
Fourteenth day of November, 1960, file in my 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 
‘pn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
yf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘n my said office aa nrovided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 

have hereto eet my hand and af- 





fixed my official «eal at Trenton 
this Fourteenth day November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWAED J. PATTEN,. 
Secretary of sind 
L.J.—Nov. 24, Dec. 1. $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appeers to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 






ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimons consent of all the stock- 
Iders. deposited in my office that 
BESLE HOLDING COMPANY 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 
fA is situated at No. 6 M Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic “ Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (J. FE rd Saltzman 


harge thereof, 
served) has 
Title 14, 
Statutes 

issuing 


being the agent therein and in 
mn whom process may he 
complied with the requirements of 
Corporations, General, of Revised 
{ New Jersey. preliminary to the 
‘ this Certificate of Dissolution 

“NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 





&tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certifv that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of November, 1960. file in 


my Office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fourteenth day of November 

Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

LJ.—Nov. 24, Dee. 1. 8 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these preaents may come, 
Greetina: 


WHEREAS, 
ty duly anthenticated 
ings for 
hy the 


jers 


It appears to = satisfaction, 
of the proceed- 
thereof 
stock 


record 
the voluntary Maadluttan 
unanimons consent of all the 
deposited in my office that 
VEL-O- ROSE 

ion of this Stat 
is situated at No 
City of Newark, 
te of New Jersey i 
g the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
open whom process may be served). has 
tomplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey. preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
Btate of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
ify that the said corporation did, on the 
senth day of November. 1960. file in 
ny office a duly executed and attested consent 
‘n writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
mration, exernted by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eald office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my officia! seal, at Trenton. 









this Fifteenth day of November. 
Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixt ty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of B8tate 
L.J.—Nov. 24. Dec. 1. 8 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, demosited tn my office that 

FABRIC MFG. CO.. INC 
2 corporation of this State. whose principal 
fice is situated at No. 97 Chestnut Street, 


in the City of Newark. County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Herman Genis 
being the agent therein and in charge 


thereof. upon whom process may be served) 
bas complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Diasolution 
NOW. THEREFORF. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Herehy 
fertity that the said cornoration did. on the 
Seventeenth day of November. 1960. file in 
Ry office a duly execnted and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
executed by al] the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
lmvy sald office we nrovided by law 
™ TESTIMONY WHEREOF T 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official! aes!) at Trenton 
this Seventeenth day of November 
AnD one thonsand nine hundred 
and aixty 
FDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of BEaee. 
-Nov. 24, Dee. 1. 


Doration, 
the eran? 


Seal) 


$21.60 


4 





ovember 7, 1960 


ated: 
ATE OF SALVATORE BovINo 


snant to the order of DAVID H 
WEINER, Surrogate of the Coun ty of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the un- 

Administratrix of said deceased, 








sersigned 
tice is hereby given to the creditors of 
"aid deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
Under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
‘ithin six months from this date, or they 
vill be forever barred from prosecuting or 
‘covering the same against the subscriber. 
ANNA BOVINO 

7AMES P. LORDI, Attorney 

Hill Street 
Newark. N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 10, 17, 24, Dee. 1, 8 





Dated: November ist. 1960 
ESTATE OF FRANK SENATORE, ———— 
Pursuant to the order of DA H. 
IENER, Surrogate of the County a , =. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executors of said dec ° 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their ciaims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from presecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
EDWARD CICALESE 
FAELLA CRESCENZI 
ROBERT E. ROSENBERG, Attorney 
17 Academy Street 
a ee 2. N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 10, 17, 24, Dee. 1, 8 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
deposited in my office, that the 

THE F-I CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. Clinton Road and 
Route 46, in the Town of West Caldwell, 





County of Essex, State of New Jersey (N. 
David Fulton being the agent therein and 
in charge thereof, upon whom process may 
be served), 8 ied with the require- 
a ° Title 14, Corporations, General, 
vised Statutes, preliminary to the 





ing . of ey Certificate that such consent 
has been file 

NOW THEREFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- 
TEN, Secretary of State of the State of 
New Jersey, Do oe Certify that the 
said corporation did, on the Fourth day of 
November, 1960, file in my office a duly ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
the dissolution of said corporation, executed 
by more than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 


by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at be pias 
this Fourth day of Nove mber, A. 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred ont 
al 


xty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Nov. 24, Dee. 1, 8 15 $28.35 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these presenta may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 






holders, deposited in my office, tha 
GENERAL COATING COMPANY 

a corporation whose principal 
office is si at No. Upper Main Street, 
ir ci 2, County of Mid- 
1 Jersey (Wilbur E 
Cc therein and in 
c. process may be 


the requirements 
neral of Revised 
ry to the 





tion. 


ssuing of this Certificate of 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the ‘Se f 
State of the State of New Jersey, De Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my said office as provided by law. 











1N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fourteenth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 24, Dee. 1, 8 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

WILMA HOLDING CO. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
fice is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson. 
State of New Jersey (Chas. Rubenstein 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Seeretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hi 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventeenth day of November, 1960 file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the reeord 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eaid office as provided by law. 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Seventeenth day of November, 
A.D., hg thousand nine hundred 
and sixt 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary ‘adh — 

Dec. 


L.J.—Nov. 24, $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holdera dennait in mv office ¢ 


hat 
E ATON TOWN | G *ARDENS NO. 1, INC. 





P of ersey (M Es Zz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title “ 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statute: 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certificate of Diasolntion. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the eaid enenoration did on the 
Twenty-eighth day of November. 1960. file in 
uy office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
noration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the recom 
of the proceedings aferesaid are now en file 
in my said office aa rrovided by law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-eighth day of November, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of Btate. 
L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW or 
DEPARTMENT OF 8Ta’ 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all my etock- 
holders, deposited in my office 

“A.B.C. TRAILER SALBS, INC.” 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 5 Colt Street. 
in the City of Paterson, County of Passaic. 
State of New Jersey (George Gold 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the reyu:rements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NUW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1960. file in 
my olfice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to che dissvlution of said coer- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of ihe proceedings aforesaid 4 now on file 
in my eaia ‘tice as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREUE, 1 











have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trento: 
this Twenty-second day of Novem- 

(Seal) t A.D., one thousand nine hun- 
dred and sixty. 

EVDWAKD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary ef State. 

L.J.—Dec. 1, 8. 15 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, 


by duly autbenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all i. stock- 









holders Serene in my office tha 
INDUSTRIAL CAFETERIA MANAGEMENT 
OORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 308 Monroe Street, 
in the City Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Max Amilicke 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 


complied with the requirements ef Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 











State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said coneent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
tn my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 




















have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-second day of Novem- 

(Seal) A.i? me thousand nine hun- 
EDWARD J. PATTEN,. 

Secretary of State. 

L.J Dee. 8, 15 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 8TATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
oy duly authenticat record of the pre 

ngs for the ar dissolution thereof 

oy the unan msent of all the stock- 

nolders, depo n my office that 
AV. CO 


whose principal 





3ergen Avenue, 

ity, County of Hudson, 

f “ ey (Harold Meltzer 

ng the agent therein and {o charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
somplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


Certify that the sald corporation did. on the 
Twenty-first day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are @ow on file 
in my said office ae provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1! 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton 


this Twenty-first day of November. 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Dec. 1, 8, 15 $21.60 








NOTICE TO CREDITORS 
November 17. 1960 
The Estate of Holger E. Krause, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of the Superior 
Court, Chanecer Division, Essex County. 
entered on the lay of November. 1960, 





1 
pon the application of the undersigned. as 
reenter of the Last Will and Testament of 
said deceased > is hereby Riven to the 
ereditors of ased to exhibit to the 
subscriber, r affirmation, their 
i t the estate of said 





said 






dese ased j 1 s months from this 
date, or they w be forever barred from 
prosecuting or recovering the same against 


the subseriber 


FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY, 


as Executor of the Last will and Testa- 
ment of Ho Krause, deceased. 
RIKER, DANZIG. “MARSH & SCHERER, 
attorneys, 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2. New Jersey 
L.J.—Nov. 24, D 1, 6 18 $15.75 





NOTICE 


TAKE NOTICE that we shall apply to the 
Essex County Court, Court House, Newark. 
New Jers he 15th day of December. 
A.D. 1960 "10 00 A.M. for a judgment 











ned to assume the 
c TTARD NEVINS and 
NS. respectively. 
Richard Nevedomsky 

+t Ann Nevedomsky 
Avenne 
4 New Jersey 


authorizing t 

names of JOSE 
HARRIET ANN 
J 


and 





L.J.—Nov. 17. $11.97 





ted: November 19. 1960 
ESTATE OF MO RTON VIMETBAUM, 
deceased. 

Pursuant to order of DAVID 8H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Administratrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

SYLVIA ZIMETBAUM 
STARR & WEINBERG, Attorneys 
744 Broad — 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 17, 24, Dec. 1, 8, 15 


the 


STATE OF NEW J ror 
DEPARTMENT OF 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these oresents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders. deposited in my office that 
“SHEDSON HYRAULIC CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 61 Hudson Street, 
in the City of Hackensack, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (John P. Markey 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

Ww. EFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Fourteenth day of November, 1960. file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockh/ders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 





fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Fourteenth day of November 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 24, Dee. 1, 8 $21.60 
NOTICE TO CREDITORS 
ESTATE OF GUSTAV GEISSEL, Deceased. 


the order of EUGENE J. 
KIRK, Surrogate of the County of Union, 
made on the fourth day of November, A.D., 
1960, upon the application of the under- 
signed, as Executrix of the estate of said 
deceased, notice is hereby given to the 
creditors of said deceased to exhibit to the 
subseriber under oath or affirmation their 
claims and demands against the estate of 
said deceased within six months from the 
date of said order. or they will be forever 
barred from prosecuting or recovering the 
same against the subscriber. 

Elizabeth Geissel 

Executrix 
Curt C. Silberman, Attorney 
589 Central Ave. 
East Orange, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 10, 17, 24. 


Pursuant to 


Dec. 1. 8 





Uated: November Ist. 1960 
ESTATE OF AMiLIE M. WILLS. deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAViD H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the Couniy of Essex. 
this day made on the aprlication of the 
undersigned. Executors of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
ALLEN T. LEES 
MARIE D. JOHNS 
HARRY J. STEVENS. JR., 
$82 Central Avenue 
Newark 7, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 10, 17. 24, 





Dec. 1, 8 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presenta may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

SAN MIM, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


To 


fice is situated at No. 744 Broad Street. 
in the City of Newark. County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Martin Roth 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of November, 1960. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sa#id cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
heve hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fifteenth day of November. 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 24, Dec. 1, 8 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my entietacties, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al] the steck- 
boldera, deposited in my office that 

THE RICHARDS CHEMICAL WORKS 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 190 Warren Street. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Matthew J. Kane 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
npon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the ceouioaiont of Title 14. 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jeraey. Do Herehy 
ortify that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixteenth day of November, 1960. file in my 
office a dnly execnted and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
moration. executed by all the atockholdere 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the nroceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office an nrovided br law 

IN TERTIMONY WHEREOF. T 
bave hereto set mr band and af- 


fired = official aea' at Trenton 
this xteenth day of November. 

(Seal) AD.. one thousand nine hnndred 
and sixty 


FDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Merretary of Atate. 


L.J.—Nov. 24, Dee. 1, 8 $21.60 





Dated: November 7, 1960 
ESTATE OF LOUIS GROSSMAN. deceased 
Pnrenant to the order of DAVID MH. 
WIENER, Snrrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased. 
notice is herehy given to the creditors of 
aald deceased to exhihit to the subscriber. 
nnder oath or affigmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering = same against the subscriber. 
ARAH GROSSMAN 
DAVID M. TOTWLN, Attorney 
60 Park Place 





Newark 2 
L.J.—Nov. 17 "24, Dec. 1, 8. 15 


STATE OF NEW oa 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF OTSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may con. 
Greeting: 


mg 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
“GOULD & EBERHARDT, 
INCORPORATED” : 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 433 Fabyan Place, 
in the Town of Irvington, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Frederick L. Eberhardt 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upoa whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-eighth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said offiee as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-eighth day of October, 

A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of a on 
Nov. 24, Dee. 1. 


(Seal) 


L.J. $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom these presents may come. 
(ireeting: 
WHEREAS. 


To 


It apnears to my satisfaction. 
july authentieated record of the proceed- 

nzs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the nnanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. denosited in mv office that 

B.L. & M.. CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 141 River Road, in 
the Borough of North Arlington. County of 
sergen, State of New Jersey (Hyman Leder- 
man being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re- 
vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion 

NOW. THEREFORF, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-third day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid = oe on file 
in my said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton 

this Twenty-third day of November. 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
a of State. 

L.J.—Dee. 1, 15 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greetina: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
holders, deposited {n my office that 
GLENWOOD DINER, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 412 - 60th Street 
in the Town of West New York, County of 
Hudson, State of New Jersey (Frank A. 
Castellano being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issning of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State ef the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Fourteenth day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Fourteenth day of November. 


(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
— ae — 

L.J.—Nov. 24, Dee $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSDY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greetina: 

WHEREAS. It anneara to mv satisfaction. 
hv dniv anthenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary Maaolntion thereof 
by the unanimons consent of al! the estock- 
holders. denosited in mv office that 

CONSOLIDATED BTS NINES. INC. 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 955 Bloomfleld Ave- 
nue, in the City of Clifton. County of Passaic. 
State of New Jersey (Josep Keegan 
heing the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom nracess may he served). har 
complied with the reanirements of Title 14 
Cornmorations. General. of Revised Statntp« 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fesnine 
of thie Certificate of TDiaaalntion. 

NOW. THEREFORE. Y. the Secretary of 
State of the Rtate of New Jersey, Do Herehy 
Certify that the eaid corporation did. on the 
Fifteenth day of November, 1960, file in my 

ce a dniv exeented and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
noration. exeented by all the stockholdera 
thereof. which «aid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office ae nrovided hv law 

IN TESTIMONY WHFREOF. 1 
have hereto set mv hand and af- 





fixed mv official seal. at Trenton 

this Fifteenth day of November. 
(Seal) AT)... one thousand nine hundred 

ard airty 

FDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of RAtate. 
LJ Nov. 24, Dee. 1, 8 $21.60 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPTIOCA- 

TION OF JANE LINDA LOFSER GELLER 
and DEBORAH LYNN GELLER, an infant, 
xy her natnral guardian. JANE LINDA 


for leave to assume the 
LOESER and DEB- 


LOESER GELLER. 
names of JANE LINDA 
ORAH LYNN LOPSER, respectively. 
TAKE NOTICE THAT JANE 

LOFSER GELLER and DEBORAH 
GELLER, AN INFANT. BY HER NATURAL 
GUARDIAN. JANE LINDA LOESER GEL- 
LER. will amply to the Essex County Conrt, 
Newark. New Jersey, on December 22. 1960, 
at 10:00 A.M. for a fudgment to assume the 
names of JANE LINDA LOESER and DEB- 
ORAH LYNN LOBSER. respectively. 

HARRY STEINER 

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 
oy Branford Place 
Newark 2, New Jersey 





L.J.—Nov. 24, Dec. 1, 8, 18 $14.49 
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